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Communist Canniness 


The ObamaCare Internet health insur- 
ance marketplace is a typical example 
of a communist scam. First, the contract 
was given without competitive bidding to 
a Canadian company headed by a former 
Princeton University colleague of Mi- 
chelle Obama. 

Second, it was based on a lie. Obama 
said people who were happy with their 
health insurance and their doctors could 
keep them. That was a total Jie. We know 
this because the new law dictates to the 
insurance companies that their plans must 
include costly new services, such as cov- 
ering children up to the age of 26 on their 
parents’ health insurance plans; covering 
pre-existing conditions; and paying for 
abortion costs and the costs of abortifa- 
cients, as well as anti-conception pills. 
And so healthcare insurance companies 
are consequently forced to either increase 
the costs of their policies or cancel them 
and go out of business. 

Both of these remedies are being exer- 
cised against millions of the companies’ 
former customers. 

Third, failures result in more govern- 
ment power and control. It seems to me 
that this massive failure of ObamaCare 
has been planned, and that the necessary 
“remedy” will consist in a single-payer 
system: a gigantic new government- 
owned and government-operated health 
insurance company, with perhaps one mil- 
lion new unionized government employ- 
ees. Such a company will not need to have 
a budget — whatever costs are incurred 
will be covered by the Washington money- 
printing press. Such a company will also 
take over the administration of Medicare 
and Medicaid programs. 

The result of this government takeover 
will be a two-tier healthcare system: one 
aging and outdated system for us peons and 
another modern, up-to-date luxury system 
for the favored few — congressional poli- 
ticians, government employees, certain fa- 
vored unions, and the super-rich who can 
pay whatever the costs. 

I have lived and worked for many 
years in several countries with socialized 
healthcare: former Yugoslavia, France, 
Mexico, Spain, and Brazil. All had such 
a two-tier system. 

Marc JERIC 
Las Vegas, Nevada 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


About the January 20 Issue 


Commenting on the January 20 issue, I 
agree with the article on the effects of 
music on culture (“Influential Beats: The 
Cultural Impact of Music”). Long ago 
an 18th-century Scot, Andrew Fletcher, 
said, “Give me the making of the songs 
of a nation and I care not who makes its 
laws.” 

In the article, the author contrasts the 
church choirs of the past, which were 
behind the congregation of worshippers, 
with the current musicians who “per- 
form” on the stage in front of the con- 
gregation. When I have visited churches 
that use bands, I have found the sound 
level overwhelming and distracting — 
just one of those old folks who prefers 
classical and traditional when worship- 
ping our Creator. 

Also, in the article entitled “FDR vs. 
Lindbergh,” the author wrote, “America’s 
460,000 deaths resulting from the war,” 
referring to World War I. Actually, Web- 
ster’s reports the number of American 
deaths in World War I to be 120,000. 

WILMA MCQUEEN 
Sent via online 


Clarification — Jn regard to our claim 
of 460,000 Americans deaths resulting 
from WWI, while 120,000 is approxi- 
mately the number most references cite 
for American WWI deaths, researcher 
Thomas Fleming noted that the Veterans 
Bureau did research after the war and 
concluded that many Americans died 
soon after the war’s end as a result of 
injuries caused from the war, raising 
the number to 460,000. Fleming states 
in his book The Illusion of Victory, “Jn 
1930, the Veterans Bureau estimated that 
war-related diseases, wounds and other 
kinds of trauma inflicted on the Western 
Front had raised the total cost to 460,000 
deaths. Men disabled by gas attacks were 
particularly prone to die young. More 
than 41,000 doughboys were shell-shock 
victims, listed as pyschiatrically dis- 
abled. Many of these men were hospital- 
ized for the rest of their lives.” 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Planned Parenthood Flags $18 Million for Pro-abortion Candidates 


Planned Parenthood 
President Cecile Richards 
and President Obama 
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Planned Parenthood is setting aside a reported $18 million to 
help in the campaigns of pro-abortion Democratic candidates. 
The campaign funding for this year’s mid-term legislative and 
gubernatorial elections will represent the largest-ever foray for 
the abortion giant, which received a record $542 million in gov- 
ernment funding in 2012. According to its own latest annual re- 
port, Planned Parenthood’s assets now exceed $1.5 billion. 
Much of the pro-abortion campaign money will flow through 
the Planned Parenthood Action Fund and Planned Parenthood 
Votes. Planned Parenthood officials, who announced the strategy 
in late February, said they would spend millions in over a dozen 
states with an emphasis on a half dozen races such as Senate con- 


tests in North Carolina, Alaska, and Montana, and gubernatorial 
contests in Pennsylvania and Florida, as well as the gubernatorial 
contest in Texas, where Democratic, pro-abortion state Senator 
Wendy Davis has been waging a high-profile campaign for the 
office for nearly a year. 

Politico.com, which first highlighted Planned Parenthood’s 
upcoming strategy, reported in late February that in addition 
to high-profile gubernatorial and federal legislative races, the 
group’s funding would also target “several state legislative races, 
including campaigns in Arkansas, lowa, and Pennsylvania where 
control of one or both legislative chambers is at stake.” 

Republican pollster Kellyanne Conway told Politico it is time 
for her party to take a more aggressive stance in battling Planned 
Parenthood’s attack, saying that past GOP strategy toward the 
abortion giant's “anti-woman” charge against it has been to “ig- 
nore it like you’re a pregnant teenager, hoping it’Il go away, and 
nine months later it’s a really big issue.” 

Lila Rose, president and founder of the pro-life group Live 
Action, said in a March 1 e-mail to Breitbart.com that Planned 
Parenthood’s announced pro-abortion campaign spending spree 
should prompt new calls to defund the billion-dollar abortion 
business. “There are no winners,” she said, “except those making 
money by selling abortions, when Big Abortion leader Planned 
Parenthood pours millions into America’s elections.” 


Citing UN Treaty, Scotland Assigns Overseer to Every Child 


On February 19, lawmakers in Scotland approved a deeply con- 
troversial new law assigning an individual government overseer 
to each and every child in the country, charged with monitoring 
their development. However, the draconian measure, which has 
sparked criticism and outrage around the world as a brazen as- 
sault on parental rights and privacy, is already in the process of 
being challenged in court. 

Under the new Scottish law, the National Health Service will 
appoint a “named person” for every Scottish child up to five 
years old by 2016. The government guardian overseeing each 
child will have massive powers — some critics are already re- 
ferring to it as “Big Brother” — to share information on the 
child with other bureaucracies and even to intervene in family 
decisions without the consent of parents. After age five, respon- 
sibility over the child would go to local authorities, and analysts 
say teachers would likely become the “overseers” of children’s 
development until the age of 18. 

Public opposition to the plot was fierce, with homeschool- 
ing groups, religious organizations, legal experts, sociologists, 
experts, and more blasting the highly controversial legisla- 
tion. Incredibly, however, the measure, known as the “Chil- 
dren and Young People Bill,” was approved overwhelmingly 
in the Scottish Parliament with 103 in favor, none against, and 
15 abstentions. 

While outrage and concerns are still growing in Scotland, U.S. 
advocates of parental rights are warning that the danger is hardly 
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unique to the United Kingdom or even European parents. Paren- 
talRights.org communications chief Michael Ramey, in a Febru- 
ary 21 e-mail to supporters, pointed out that the legislation was 
specifically aimed at compliance with the radical UN Convention 
on the Rights of the Child (CRC), which has been signed by 
myriad governments around the world. 

“Giving a state actor, in place of or alongside parents, respon- 
sibility for children is a drastic measure usually reserved for cases 
of child abuse or neglect — but Scotland has deemed it necessary 
to guarantee the “best interests’ of every child as called for in the 
CRC,” Ramey explained. “There is no doubt Scotland’s provision 
will be praised by the CRC Committee and held up to the rest of 
the world as an exemplary implementation of the treaty. Nor will 
it take long for other nations, hungry for the approval of these UN 
‘experts,’ to follow in Scotland’s shoes.” 


Ousted Ukrainian President Surfaces in Russia 


After a week of mystery as to his whereabouts, ousted Ukrai- 
nian President Viktor Yanukovych surfaced on February 28 — in 
Russia. At a press conference in the city of Rostov-on-Don, in 
southwestern Russia, Yanukovych was defiant and still vainly 
hoping to be restored to power. According to the Russian state- 
run “news” agency RT (Russia Today), Yanukovych told report- 
ers, “No one has ousted me; I had to leave Ukraine because of a 
direct threat to my life and the lives of my family.” 

Yanukovych vanished from the Ukrainian capital of Kiev on 
February 23, as the protests and violence that had been building 
since November, along with mass defections by his former po- 
litical allies, made it clear that his regime was no longer viable. 
According to various reports, the 63-year-old Yanukovych left 
Kiev in a limousine convoy with a handful of bodyguards and 
his 39-year-old girlfriend, Lyubov Polezhay, leaving his wife 
behind. Yanukovych, who was a member of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union when Ukraine was still part of the 
Soviet Union, is an ally of Russian President Vladimir Putin, 
and most of the political blocs that supported Yanukovych are 
composed of “former” communists who simply changed their 
labels and adopted Ukrainian nationalist rhetoric. (However, 
many of the “opposition” leaders now running Ukraine are also 
“former” communists and former Yanukovych allies.) 

But now Yanukovych is on the run, a hunted man. On February 


24, the new interim government of Ukraine issued an arrest war- 
rant for him and other former top officials, charging them with 
“mass killing of civilians.” Reportedly, at least 82 people, mostly 
demonstrators, were killed in clashes during the demonstrations 
in Kiev’s Maidan Square. 

On February 26, Putin sent tens of thousands of Russian troops 
to the Ukrainian border for “military exercises.” In Ukraine’s 
Crimean region, Russian-speaking Ukrainians and Russian troops 
took over Belbek airbase, and Russian naval vessels blocked and 
harassed Ukrainian ships. 


Yulia Tymoshenko “Is Just Putin in a Skirt” 


Yulia 
Tymoshenko 


AP Images 


Former Ukrainian Prime Minister Yulia Tymoshenko is being 
touted by many in the West as the likely successor to Yanukovych 
in the upcoming special presidential election in May. However, 
Irina Nikanchuk, a 25-year-old economist and Maidan demon- 
strator, probably expressed the views of many Ukranians when 
she told the New York Times’ Andrew Higgins that “Tymoshenko 
is just Putin in a skirt.” 

Tymoshenko is seen as a top contender owing to her name 
recognition, her movie star looks, her “martyr” cache as a just- 
released “political prisoner,” and, perhaps most importantly, the 
fact that members of her Fatherland Party and other allies now 
occupy many top slots in the Parliament and the executive offices 
of the interim government. 

Oleksandr V. Turchynov, from the Fatherland Party, is now 
speaker of the Parliament and Ukraine’s acting president. Not 
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mentioned in new stories about his new leadership role is the 
fact that he is also an erstwhile head of the Security Service of 
Ukraine (SBU), a subsidiary of the Soviet/Russian KGB. Acting 
Prime Minister Arseniy Yatseniuk, an influential oligarch, is also 
a Fatherland pol. 

Another of Yulia Tymoshenko’s Fatherland Party members, 
Stepan Kubin, has been named as chairman of the central bank. 
Tymoshenko also may be able to count on support from oli- 
garchs such as Victor Pinchuk, whose connections to Western 
insiders at the Brookings Institution, the Council on Foreign 
Relations, and the Peterson Institute for International Econom- 
ics would prove important. 

As in Putin’s Russia, the Ukraine under Viktor Yanukovych (as 
well as under his predecessors Leonid Kuchma and Leonid Krav- 
chuk) has been rife with corruption and crony “capitalism,” with 
former communist officials transformed into billionaire oligarchs 
who have “privatized” former state resources, while enjoying ad- 
ditional special privileges and government contracts. 

On March 2, President Turchynov’s government announced the 
appointment of two billionaire oligarchs, Sergei Taruta and Thor 
Kolomoysky, as the governors, respectively, for Donetsk and Dni- 
propetrovsk. More oligarchs are scheduled for appointment. Yuri 
V. Lutsenko, a former interior minister (head of the state police) 
justified appointing the oligarchs to run the regional governments 
“to stabilize the situation in regions using not only state resources, 
but also private resources for the integrity of Ukraine.” 
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Drones Will Be Used Against 

American Citizens Who Plan to Attack America 

“When a U.S. citizen goes abroad to wage war against America and is ac- 
tively plotting to kill U.S. citizens, and when neither the United States nor 
our partners are in position to capture him before he carries out a plot, his 
citizenship should no more serve as a shield than a sniper shooting down 
an innocent crowd should be protected from a SWAT team.” 

White House Press Secretary Jay Carney repeated President Obama’ as- Jay 
sertion that had been given in a speech during 2013. Obama’s drone policy Carney 
amounts to killing U.S. citizens without a trial. 
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Move to Exit the European Union Gains Followers in the Netherlands 

“TExiting would mean] we no longer have to pay billions to Brussels and weak southern countries, that 
we can save billions by liberating ourselves from European Union regulations, and that we can end the 
mass immigration and stop paying welfare checks to, for instance, the Bulgarians and the Romanians.” 
Geert Wilders, the leader of Hollands Party of Freedom, has shifted his emphasis from opposing the 
Islamization of his country to seeking withdrawal from the EU. His party is expected to elect Hollands 
largest number of EU legislators in the coming elections. 


Swiss Rejection of European Union Immigration Rules Prompts Quick Response 

“One can’t have, on one hand, a privileged access to the internal market of the European Union and on 
the other hand, dilute the free movement of people. The two are linked.” 

After Swiss voters approved limitations on the number of immigrants their country will accept, Luxem- 
bourg Foreign Minister Jean Asselborn issued the above warning to Switzerland. Even though their 
country is not a member of the EU, Swiss companies and individuals engage in trade with EU countries. 


Auto Union Defeat in Tennessee Explained by One Worker 

“Look at what happened to the auto manufacturers in Detroit and how they struggled. They all shared 
one huge factor: the United Auto Workers.” 

Relating the reason why most of the workers at the Volkswagen plant voted against joining the UAW (the 
vote was 712 to 626), three-year Volkswagen employee Mike Jarvis also noted that UAW membership 
nationwide had plunged in recent years. 


Militant Muslims in Southeastern Europe Operate With a Deadly Oath 

“T swear by the Almighty Allah that I will abide by all the instructions of the Koran ... and uncompromis- 
ingly struggle against everything non-Islamic.... I pray to the Almighty that he gives me will, strength, 
courage, and perseverance on this path to jihad.” 

The former Yugoslavia has become a training ground, recruiting station, and safe haven for militant 
Muslims. This oath taken by members of the area's Mladi Muslimani (Young Muslims) group indicates 
potential trouble throughout southeastern Europe. 


If Common Core Is Recognized as a “Disaster” in Liberal New York, Where Can It Succeed? 
“New York is in some interesting company, right up there with the reddest of the red states. And you 
worry that there will be bleeding from New York to other states.” 

After Common Core was labeled a “disaster” by a prominent New York educator and others, Michael 
Petrilli, a leader of a New York-based education policy group and a strong 
advocate of the new federal program, worried that negativity about it would 
gain momentum when sharp criticism springs from such a liberal area. 


Demands Continue for Name Change of the Washington Redskins 
“Let me remind you, this is the name ofa football team, a football team that 
has had that name for 80 years and has presented the name in a way that has 
honored Native Americans.” 

Responding to pressure from Senator Maria Cantwell (D-Wash.) and Repre- 
sentative Tom Cole (R-Okla.), NFL Commissioner Roger Goodell disagreed 
that there is any need for change. & 
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Drug companies are cashing in on the epidemic of mental illness spawned by the 
psychiatric industry. But is this a case of the cure being worse than the disease? 


by Rebecca Terrell 


ateline: Ontario, Canada. Eigh- 
D teen-year-old Brennan McCart- 
ney visited his doctor for a chest 
cold and, despite no history of mental 


health issues or diagnosis of depression, 
received a prescription for the antidepres- 


10 


sant Cipralex. Four days later, on Novem- 
ber 8, 2010, he hanged himself. 
Dateline: Laytonsville, Maryland. A 
psychiatrist prescribed the antidepressant 
Zoloft to 12-year-old Candace Downing, 
who suffered anxiety related to school- 
work but was otherwise a bright child with 
a loving family, a wide circle of friends, 


and no history of depression. On Janu- 
ary 10, 2004, her mother found her dead, 
hanging from her bed valance. 

Dateline: Indianapolis, Indiana. To help 
pay her college tuition, 19-year-old Traci 
Johnson volunteered for a clinical trial of 
a new antidepressant called Cymbalta. On 
February 7, 2004, she hanged herself at the 
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Eli Lilly laboratory where the experiment 
was held. She was one of five participants 
who took their lives during clinical trials 
of the drug prior to its debut, though all 
had been pre-screened to confirm they did 
not have mental problems. 

Thousands of similar stories link suicide, 
self-harm, and violent behavior to psycho- 
therapeutics, but these medicines, often re- 
ferred to as blockbuster drugs because they 
top $1 billion in annual sales, are among 
the most popular in medical history. The 
antipsychotic Abilify is now the nation’s 
top-selling drug. Research firm IMS Health 
reports sales totaled nearly $6.5 billion in 
2013. The medicine involved in the clinical 
trial suicides recounted above, Cymbalta, is 
the fourth-most-prescribed drug in the Unit- 
ed States and the fifth top seller at $5.2 bil- 
lion. Vyvanse, an amphetamine used to treat 
childhood attention deficit hyperactivity 
disorder (ADHD), holds the eighth position 
on the list of most prescribed meds. Ninth is 
Lyrica, an anticonvulsant often used to treat 
social anxiety disorder. Number 36 is anti- 
psychotic Seroquel, prescribed for a wide 
range of conditions from depression and 
anxiety to schizophrenia. Antidepressants 
are the most commonly prescribed medica- 
tion class in the United States. 

These cash cows can instigate mental 
conditions, such as suicidal ideation (preoc- 
cupation with suicide) and aggression. Ac- 
cording to the Physician s Desk Reference, 
an authoritative guide to prescription drug 
information, they can also cause serious 
physical side effects, especially involving 
the cardiovascular and central nervous sys- 
tems. Psychotropics, as they are commonly 
called, include medicines to treat depres- 
sion, anxiety, sleep disorders, and various 
psychoses, as well as stimulants used to 
treat attention deficit hyperactivity disor- 
der. Antidepressants are particularly asso- 
ciated with high suicide risk, though most 
psychotropics carry suicide precautions, 
and all warn users to watch for increased 
depression and/or aggression. ADHD 
drugs are strongly linked with substance 
abuse, stunted growth, and even sudden 
death. Research shows long-term effects of 
psychotherapeutic medications pose other 
dangers. 

Yet in a country where, according to the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 
(CDC), heart disease, cancer, and chronic 
respiratory diseases claim the most lives, 
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and Alzheimer’s disease and 
diabetes run rampant, there 
is a striking disconnect in 
the fact that four of the top 
10 most-prescribed drugs are 
psychotropics. Why the soar- 
ing popularity of such danger- 
ous substances? 


Practitioners believe benefits outweigh 
risks, pointing to the supposedly large 
number of people who profit from treat- 
ment and the fact that mental health prob- 
lems and suicide are closely related. They 
argue that risk accompanies all medical 
treatments. But when the U.S. Food and 
Drug Administration (FDA) began requir- 
ing antidepressant manufacturers to label 
their products with a black box warning 
— the strongest measure short of pulling 
a drug from the market — alerting pa- 
tients to the high risk of suicide, hostil- 
ity, and agitation, key opinion leaders in 
the healthcare industry waged a media 
counterattack. They denied the problem 
and asserted the black box label added to 
adolescent suicide risk. 

Shortly after the FDA issued its warning 
in 2004, Harvard Medical School published 
a newsletter claiming the agency had, “after 
much hesitation,” caved to “pressure from 
parents and Congress.” It credited antide- 
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Compared with a placebo, antidepressants 
double the risk of suicidal thinking in both 
children and adults. 


pressants for a 15-percent decline in the 
U.S. adolescent suicide rate between 1985 
and 1999 since those years saw an increase 
of nearly 70 percent in antidepressant use. 
We’ Il see later that conflicts of interest with- 
in the FDA did indeed account for “much 
hesitation” prior to its issuing the warning. 
However, Harvard admitted clinical trials 
of antidepressants all showed “a consistent 
trend”: Compared with a placebo, antide- 
pressants double the risk of suicidal think- 
ing in both children and adults. 

Critics of the FDA warning complain 
it has discouraged use of the black-boxed 
drugs in patients who would benefit from 
them. Appearing on National Public Radio 
in 2007, Dr. Ileana Arias, then head of the 
CDC Injury Division, indicated the warn- 
ing was to blame for a rise in suicides. 
“We found that combined suicide rates 
for persons 10 to 24 years declined 28.5 
percent from 1990 to 2003,” she observed. 
“But from 2003 to 2004, the rate increased 
by 8 percent, the largest single rise in 15 
years.” Interestingly, CDC statistics reveal 
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Sleep-driving drug: Robert F. Kennedy’s daughter, Kerry, crashed her car into another vehicle in 
2012 under the influence of Ambien. Since then the FDA has lowered the med’s recommended 


dose due to its dangerous amnesic effects. 
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the suicide rate for that age group in 2007 
(when Arias suggested the connection) 
was slightly less than it was in 2003. In 
fact, the rate was higher in 2010 than in 
any year of the previous decade, despite 
a CDC-reported increase in psychiatric 
medication use among adolescents be- 
tween 2005 and 2010. 

Today, one in 10 Americans takes at least 
one psychotropic, while suicide ranks as the 
tenth leading cause of death in the United 
States, the same ranking it held in 1980 
before widespread use of antidepressants. 
Regrettably, the meds have not downgraded 
that rank, nor has the black-box warning 
damaged psychotropics’ popularity. 


Marketing and Advertising 
That’s no mystery, considering how dili- 
gently the drugs are promoted. Research 
published in the January 2008 edition of 
PLoS Med, a peer-reviewed medical jour- 
nal, revealed the pharmaceutical industry 
spends almost twice as much on market- 
ing as it does on research and development. 
And much of that marketing is dubious. 
Drug companies are not required to publish 
negative results of clinical trials conducted 
to obtain FDA approval. Such findings are 
considered proprietary, and though manu- 
facturers must submit results of all clinical 
trials to the FDA, they are careful to pub- 
lish only those showing effectiveness. 
Moreover, the FDA requires only two 
clinical trials showing statistical difference 
between a drug and a placebo — or sugar 
pill — and drug companies can conduct 
as many trials as they wish. The statistical 
difference may even “be small enough to 
make no real difference in people’s lives.” 
So says psychologist Irving Kirsch, 
Ph.D., of Harvard Medical School. In his 
book The Emperor ’s New Drugs: Explod- 
ing the Antidepressant Myth, he published 
results of his 15-year-long investigation 
into the effectiveness of antidepressants. 
Using data directly from the FDA, he 
discovered placebos are three times as 
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effective as no treatment 
and 75 percent as effective 
as antidepressants. The big 
difference between drug and 
placebo was that those taking 
the medication experienced 
negative side effects such as 
nausea, sexual dysfunction, 
and suicidal thoughts. Those 
on the placebo suffered no adverse effects. 

But devious marketing does not stop 
there. Take the case of GlaxoSmithKline 
(GSK), which recently announced it will 
no longer pay doctors to promote its prod- 
ucts. In January, best-selling author Dr. 
Joseph Mercola explained this seemingly 
altruistic announcement “was actually 
required as part of a corporate integrity 
agreement Glaxo made with the U.S. Jus- 
tice Department.” 

He related that in 2012 GSK “plead guilty 
in the largest health fraud settlement in U.S. 
history.” The $3 billion suit involved ille- 
gal drug marketing of two antidepressants: 
Wellbutrin and Paxil. GSK had hired ce- 
lebrities and a public relations firm to pro- 
mote counterfeit claims about Wellbutrin. 
Mercola said, “One of the most high-profile 
accounts involved television celebrity Dr. 
Drew, who reportedly received $275,000 
from GSK to promote Wellbutrin to treat 
sexual dysfunction associated with depres- 
sion even though it hasn’t been proven ef- 
fective for this purpose.” 

More alarming still, GSK had manipu- 
lated Paxil clinical trial findings to down- 
play serious side effects in youth, using 


fraudulent information to market the drug 
for children and adolescents. Paxil is FDA- 
approved for adults only and bears the stan- 
dard antidepressant black-box warning of 
suicide risk in young people. Unfortunately, 
this was not the first time GSK defrauded 
its Paxil consumers. The company paid 
fines of $2.5 million in 2004 for suppress- 
ing evidence that its top-seller “was inef- 
fective and possibly harmful to children 
and adolescents,” wrote Marcia Angell, 
M.D., of Harvard Medical School. Angell 
is former editor-in-chief of the New Eng- 
land Journal of Medicine and an outspoken 
critic of the pharmaceutical industry. 

GSK is not alone. Writing for The New 
York Review of Books in 2009, Angell lists 
Pfizer, TAP Pharmaceuticals, Merck, Eli 
Lilly, and Abbott among well-known of- 
fenders. In December 2013, the British 
Medical Journal (BMJ) published an article 
noting the “recent, sharp escalation in the 
frequency with which many giant multina- 
tional drug companies repeatedly engage in 
illegal criminal and civil activity after pre- 
viously paying enormous fines” and despite 
ongoing monitoring. It accused these com- 
panies of incorporating unlawful behavior 
in their business models. 


Conflicts of Interest 

Angell also exposes shocking collabora- 
tions between the healthcare community 
and big pharma, which help explain indus- 
try backlash to the FDA’s black-box warn- 
ing. Drug companies routinely pay medical 
professionals as consultants and research- 


Generation Rx: This 19-year-old has 
been taking ADHD medication since 
he was diagnosed at age five. Studies 
show a significant association 
between the use of these stimulants 
and stunted growth, substance 
abuse, and sudden death. 
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to pay $2.2 billion for illegally marketing powerful antipsychotic drugs worth many billions more 
in annual sales. 


ers, and they heavily subsidize professional 
organizations and medical education. They 
particularly target key opinion leaders at 
leading universities and institutions. 

For example, the chief of pediatric 
psychopharmacology at Harvard’s Mas- 
sachusetts General Hospital, Dr. Joseph 
Biederman, is ranked as one of the world’s 
top key opinion leaders in psychiatry by 
the Institute for Scientific Information 
and is an influential advocate of diagnos- 
ing children as young as two with bipolar 
disorder. In 2008, investigations revealed 
Biederman accepted $1.6 million in con- 
sulting fees between 2000 and 2007 from 
drug companies, many of which manufac- 
ture the products he promotes to treat the 
condition. Most are not FDA-approved in 
children under 10. The hospital imposed a 
three-year probation on Biederman, limit- 
ing his access to “industry-sponsored out- 
side activities.” Today, Biederman still oc- 
cupies his eminent position in psychiatry. 

Another case involves Dr. Alan Schatz- 
berg, past president of the American Psy- 
chiatric Association and director of Stan- 
ford University’s Mood Disorders Center. 
He accepted National Institute of Mental 
Health (NIMH) grant money to research 
use of the abortion drug mifepristone (RU- 
486) in treating depression, while control- 
ling more than $6 million worth of stock 
in a pharmaceutical company engaged in 
developing the drug for that use. Amid 
media buzz over this discovery, Schatz- 
berg stepped down as principal investiga- 
tor in the NIMH research but was rein- 
stated soon afterward. 
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Congressional investigations in 2008 
uncovered these and many other illicit 
ties between psychiatry and pharmaceuti- 
cals. One of the most scandalous involved 
Charles Nemeroff, past-chairman of Psy- 
chiatry and Behavioral Science at Atlanta’s 
Emory University School of Medicine. 
He resigned that position amidst investi- 
gations revealing he failed to disclose at 
least $1.2 million of the $2.8 million he 
earned from unethical alliances with drug 
and device manufacturers between 2000 
and 2007. He now enjoys the prestigious 
position of chair of the Department of 
Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences at the 
University of Miami. 

Such conflicts of interest are now so 
prevalent the federal government has set 
up “Open Payments,” an online search- 
able database of financial relationships 
between drug companies and healthcare 
providers. It is part of the Affordable Care 
Act and answers Angell’s 2009 warning: 
“Tf the medical profession does not put an 
end to this corruption voluntarily, ... the 
government ... will step in and impose 
regulation. No one in medicine wants 
that.” But it’s doubtful Open Payments 
will protect the public from pharmaceuti- 
cal wolves in doctors’ lab coats. The non- 
profit investigative news outfit ProPublica 
began a similar database in 2010 exposing 
the drug industry payroll. Though com- 
mendable, “Dollars for Docs” has done 
little to discourage fraud. 

And it’s admittedly hard to trust a bu- 
reaucratic database when high-ranking 
government officials number among the 
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guilty. The FDA incriminated itself on Au- 
gust 4, 2008, when it announced $50,000 
to be the “maximum personal financial 
interest an [FDA] advisor may have in all 
companies that may be affected by a par- 
ticular meeting.” 

Congressional investigations in 2007 
had exposed deeper conflicts of interest 
within the agency. Then-Congressman Bart 
Stupak (D-Mich.) testified that, prior to is- 
suing its black-box warning, the FDA de- 
liberately suppressed a wealth of research, 
including its own report, about antidepres- 
sant-induced suicidality in children. He 
said agency officials even “prohibited FDA 
employees from discussing the report and 
launched an investigation to find the person 
who leaked the information to the press.” 

During that time Dr. Tom Laughren 
served as director of the FDA’s Division 
of Psychiatry Products (DPP) in the Cen- 
ter for Drug Evaluation and Research, 
where he held sway over approval and 
labeling decisions of all psychiatric drugs 
marketed in the United States and earned 
a controversial reputation for “close ongo- 
ing collaborative ties with pharmaceutical 
industry officials and industry-financed 
psychiatrists in academia and profession- 
al associations,” according to the Alliance 
for Human Research Protection. A long- 
time advocate of psychotropic drug use in 
children, he has often publically dismissed 
related safety concerns, even those raised 
by FDA reviewers. Laughren retired from 
the agency in 2012 and now serves as di- 
rector of regulatory affairs at the Massa- 
chusetts General Hospital Clinical Trials 
Network and Institute. 


Devious marketing practices and industry 
corruption make headlines, but a more in- 
fluential factor explaining the popularity of 
psychiatric drugs is the Diagnostic and Sta- 
tistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM), 
the industry standard for diagnosing mental 
illness. Published by the American Psychi- 
atric Association (APA) and currently in its 
fifth edition, DSM serves not only mental 
health professionals but also other physi- 
cians, social workers, therapists, insurance 
companies, and attorneys. The first edi- 
tion, published in 1952, listed 106 mental 
disorders, and included homosexuality as 
a “sociopathic personality disturbance.” 
(Homosexual activists pressured the APA 
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to remove it in 1974, under- 
scoring criticism that cultural 
bias exercises ongoing influ- 
ence over DSM.) 

The current edition, DSM- 
V, published last year, dwarfs 
its original predecessor with 
312 diagnoses, including 
hoarding, caffeine withdraw- 
al, and Internet gaming disor- 
der. Professor emeritus Allen 
Frances of Duke University, 
who chaired the manual’s 
fourth edition task force, 
wrote on his Huffington Post 
blog that the likely effect of 
the new 947-page tome will 
be “massive over-diagnosis 
and harmful over-medica- 
tion,” especially because psy- 
chiatry is the only medical 
field with no objective tests, 
such as scans or laboratory 
findings, that justify diagno- 
ses. “New diagnoses in psy- 
chiatry are more dangerous 
than new drugs because they 
influence whether or not mil- 
lions of people are placed on 
drugs,” stated Frances, who 
noted primary care physicians write 80 
percent of psychiatric drug prescriptions. 

He said that during the manual’s latest 
revision process, the association turned 
a deaf ear to critics, including more than 
50 mental health organizations that peti- 
tioned for an outside review. Small won- 
der. It seems DSM is more about profits 
than mental health. The Washington Post 
reports the drug industry has funded be- 
tween 14 and 34 percent of the APA’s 
budget in recent years. At $199 a copy, 
DSM also pays a lot of the APA’s bills. 
Furthermore, the journal Psychotherapy 
and Psychosomatics reported in 2006 that 
some 56 percent of contributors to DSM's 


Overall, suicide ranked as the 10th 


leading cause of death in the United 


States in 2010, the same ranking it held 
in 1980 before the widespread use of 
antidepressants. 


Messing with your mind: Psychiatric medications work by suppressing or 
amplifying the action of chemical neurotransmitters, which allow brain cells 
to communicate. The result over time is tissue shrinkage and cell death. 


previous edition had financial relation- 
ships with the pharmaceutical industry. 
There is little reason to believe the APA 
has reformed itself since, though Frances 
denies any impropriety. He attributes the 
explosion of mental health diagnoses to 
an “intellectual” conflict of interest “that 
results from the natural tendency of high- 
ly specialized experts to over value their 
pet ideas” in an eagerness to highlight 
their own areas of expertise. 

Regardless, DSM ’°s broad diagnostic def- 
initions ultimately aid drug manufacturers 
in creating demand for their products. In 
his 2007 book Shyness: How Normal Be- 
havior Became a Sickness, Northwestern 
University professor Christo- 
pher Lane argues DSM turns 
relatively normal character- 
istics into diagnosable disor- 
ders, such as shyness, which 
is now labeled “social anxiety 
disorder.” 

Moreover, diagnosing 
people with mental disor- 
ders teaches them to look for 
solutions in pills rather than 


in self-control. Excessive 


eating, once known as glut- 

tony, is now a psychiatric 

illness known as “Binge 

, Eating Disorder.” Behav- 
‘ ioral Addictions introduced 
in DSM-V open the door to 
diagnosing mental illness 

for other types of extreme 
self-indulgence. “Disrup- 

tive Mood Dysregulation 
Disorder,” identified by 

Frances as one of DSM-V’s 

most potentially harmful 

7 additions, was referred to 

in former days as temper 

tantrums. He says it will 
likely result in a fourth fad 
in child psychiatry, adding 
to “a tripling of Attention 
Deficit Disorder, a more 
than 20-times increase in 
Autistic Disorder and a 40- 
times increase in childhood 
Bipolar Disorder” in the 
past two decades. It will 
also dissuade parents from 
properly disciplining their 
disruptive children while 
allowing them to be over- 
medicated with potentially harmful drugs. 


Excessive diagnoses, over-medication, 
industry corruption, social stigmas, and 
moral decline are heavy fines the public 
now pays for easy access to psychiatric 
drugs. But research indicates long-term 
physical effects may present the hardest 
bill to pay. They stem from the action of 
psychotropics within the body’s central 
nervous sytstem. 

Peter Gotzsche, medical researcher 
at Denmark’s Nordic Cochrane Centre, 
published an article in January explaining 
that, contrary to popular opinion, mental 
illness is not caused by imbalances of 
chemicals called neurotransmitters that 
allow brain cells to communicate. Study 
after study shows that, for example, 
people diagnosed with depression do not 
suffer from a serotonin deficiency, and 
schizophrenia patients do not have too 
much dopamine. However, introducing 
psychiatric drugs launches an artificial 
imbalance of these neurotransmitters, and 
the brain fights to stabilize the situation. 
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For instance, an antidepressant blocks 
removal of the neurotransmitter sero- 
tonin from the synapses between brain 
cells. The cells that secrete serotonin 
sense there is too much and release less 
of it, while the cells that receive serotonin 
become desensitized to it. This is a natu- 
ral defense mechanism the body uses to 
achieve equilibrium. It is also the reason 
for the vast array of violent side effects 
that often accompany antidepressant use, 
especially when patients first start or stop 
taking the medicines. Serotonin affects 
many bodily functions such as mood, ap- 
petite, sleep, memory, and learning. An 
excess of it can cause potentially life- 
threatening symptoms, including mania, 
seizures, and rapid changes in heart rate 
and blood pressure. 

Furthermore, when people stop taking 
antidepressants, the body needs time to 
readjust its compensatory mechanisms, 
setting the stage for additional severe 
reactions. In fact, discontinuation syn- 
drome is such a problem that “weaning 
off the drugs can seem insurmountable, 
if not impossible, because of these nega- 
tive side effects,” wrote Rebecca White 
in January for Al Jazeera, summing up 
her interview with psychiatrist and men- 
tal health expert Dr. Peter Breggin. “The 
result is an increasing number of Ameri- 
cans who have become married to their 
drugs to avoid the pain of getting off 
them.” Thus patients become dependent 
upon medicines originally intended only 
for short-term use. 

Breggin, who has never prescribed a 
psychiatric drug in more than 40 years of 
successful private practice, employs broad- 
spectrum therapy involving psychosocial 
and educational approaches, as well as ex- 
ercise regimens. Author of more than 20 
books on mental health, he published a 2011 
meta-analysis in the Jnternational Journal 
of Risk & Safety in Medicine of more than 
two dozen peer-reviewed reports that found 
long-term psychotropic use can lead to: 

¢ Neuroleptic malignant syndrome, 
which causes brain cells to shrink and die 
and is nearly identical to viral encephalitis; 

¢ Abnormal proliferation of neurons 
(brain cells), which induces “grossly ab- 
normal” daughter cells; 

¢ Tardive dyskinesia, a common dis- 
order involving involuntary, repetitive 
body movements that is potentially dis- 
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Crime scene: Pictured here is the home of Sandy Hook school shooter Adam Lanza. The state 
refuses to release his medical history, which the Connecticut assistant attorney general admitted 
could “cause a lot of people to stop taking their medications.” 


abling, usually irreversible, and known 
to lead to dementia; 

¢ Generalized harm such as that associ- 
ated with injuries from concussion, alco- 
hol abuse, electroshock treatment, or other 
traumatic brain injury; 

¢ Neuroleptic-induced deficit syndrome, 
which mimics schizophrenia; and 

* General cognitive dysfunction and 
persistent biochemical changes. 

Breggin says doctors often misdiag- 
nose patients with early signs of these 
conditions, interpreting them as addition- 
al mental or physical illnesses instead of 
drug-induced reactions. Instead of safely 
weaning their patients off the offending 
meds, doctors add fuel to the fire with ad- 
ditional prescriptions. 

But this is only a partial list, because 
psychotherapeutics affect the whole body, 
not just the central 
nervous system. 
They are associated 
with problems such 
as heart disease, re- 
spiratory illness, 
cancer, birth defects, 
and sudden death. 
People have ended 


up in court for bizarre behaviors committed 
under their influence, and defense lawyers 
are successfully using the drugs’ warning 
labels to mitigate or dismiss charges. The 
meds have formed an undeniable link with 
senseless acts of violence. 

Such evils will continue to plague an 
over-medicated society fed on propaganda 
that life’s problems result from mental ill- 
ness and that mental illness results from 
biochemical imbalances. Like alcohol and 
illegal drugs, psychiatric medications in- 
toxicate the brain and wreak havoc on the 
body over time, yet society considers the 
former dissolute. The latter, with medical 
endorsement, are judged completely prop- 
er. The solution lies in people waking up to 
the dangers of psychotropic drugs and ex- 
ercising educated judgment over their own 
healthcare and that of their children. 
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IS OBAMA 
Impeachabie> 


POLITICS 


While there is no doubt that President Obama has done a host of unconstitutional 


deeds, there is great doubt that Congress will impeach him. 


by Jack Kenny 


he word is in the dictionary and 
even in the Constitution, but some 
are reluctant to speak it in respect- 
able circles — or even in Congress. At a 
hearing of the House Judiciary Committee 
in December, Rep. Steve King (R-Iowa) 
called it “the word we don’t like to use in 
this committee, and I’m not about to utter 
it here in this particular hearing.” Rep. 
Blake Farenthold (R-Texas) called im- 
peachment the “I-word,” adding, “which 
I don’t think would get past the Senate in 
the current climate.” 

The object of the representatives’ disaf- 
fection, the one against whom they would 
like to invoke the “I-word,” is President 
Barack Obama. The Obama administra- 
tion’s offenses that various Republicans 
have at one time or another called impeach- 
able include leaving virtually unprotected 
the diplomatic outpost in Benghazi, Libya, 
where the U.S. ambassador and three other 
Americans were killed in the terrorist at- 
tack of September 11, 2012; conducting an 
air war against Libya without congressional 
authorization in 2011; the “Fast and Furi- 
ous” sale of arms to drug cartels in Mexico; 
the targeting of conservative groups by the 
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Internal Revenue Service for investiga- 
tions into their tax status; making “recess 
appointments” while the Senate was in 
session; suspending enforcement of pro- 
visions of the nation’s immigration laws; 
and bypassing Congress by amending pro- 
visions of the Affordable Care Act — his 
signature “ObamaCare” health insurance 
reform — by executive order. Obama’s de- 
clared readiness to enact through executive 
order measures that Congress won’t pass 
prompted Rep. Steve Stockman (R-Texas) 
to walk out during the president’s nation- 
ally televised State of the Union address to 
a joint session of Congress. 

“T could not bear to watch as he contin- 
ued to cross the clearly defined boundaries 
of the constitutional separation of powers,” 
Stockman said in a statement he issued 
following the president’s speech. “Obama 
defiantly vowed not only to radically ex- 
pand the reach of government from cradle 
to grave, but to smash the Constitution’s 
restrictions on government power while 
doing it,” Stockman said, charging that 
the president’s goal is nothing less than 
“to eliminate our constitutional republic.” 
The Texas Republican has arranged for all 
435 members of Congress to receive Im- 
peachable Offenses: The Case for Remov- 


ing Barack Obama From Office by Aaron 
Klein and Brenda J. Elliott, donated by the 
publisher, WND Books (see review on pg. 
31). Klein has described the book as “the 
first draft of articles of impeachment.” 

Rep. Michelle Bachmann (R-Minn.) has 
accused Obama of “‘impeachable offenses.” 
Rep. Duncan Hunter (R-Calif.) warned 
Obama could be impeached ifhe intervened 
in Syria without congressional approval. 
Rep. Bill Flores (R-Texas) predicted that if 
the House were to vote on it, it would “prob- 
ably impeach the president.” Rep. Kerry 
Bentivolio (R-Mich.) said it would be his 
“dream come true” to write the Articles of 
Impeachment against Obama. 

The Constitution, in Article I, Section 4, 
states: “The President, Vice President and 
all civil Officers of the United States, shall 
be removed from Office on Impeachment 
for, and Conviction of, Treason, Bribery, 
or other high Crimes and Misdemeanors.” 
The odds weigh heavily against it happen- 
ing, however, in a politically divided Con- 
gress. The leadership in the Republican- 
controlled House has shown no interest in 
an impeachment effort. And even if the pro- 
ponents were to force the issue and garner 
enough votes for impeachment, the chances 
of success in the Senate, where Democrats 
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General Motors became “Government Motors” 
after the Obama administration directed a 
bankruptcy that used unauthorized federal funds 
and violated provisions of bankruptcy law. 


are in the majority, is virtually nil. Even if 
Republicans should win control of the Sen- 
ate in this year’s election, reaching the two- 
thirds majority the Constitution requires for 
removal from office would require a politi- 
cal sea change. 

Republicans and other critics of the cur- 
rent administration will no doubt continue 
to argue that the president’s unilateral re- 
writing of laws amounts to a failure — in- 
deed, a refusal — to carry out his constitu- 
tional responsibility to “take Care that the 
Laws be faithfully executed” (Article I, 
Section 3). Zealous defenders of the Bill of 
Rights may continue to cite this president’s 
signing of laws, duly passed by Congress, 
that provide for the indefinite detention 
without trial of suspected terrorists, includ- 
ing American citizens. His use of drones 
in the targeted killing of terror suspects, 
including American citizens, far from any 
field of battle, will continue to draw charg- 
es of abuse of power. But after a year in 
which the nation learned that the National 
Security Agency was routinely making 
daily collections of everyone’s phone call 
records and e-mails, the Justice Department 
had secretly collected Associated Press 
phone records, and Fox News reporter 
James Rosen had been labeled a “criminal 
co-conspirator” and placed under surveil- 
lance in a Justice Department investigation 
of a news leak, the chances for a successful 
impeachment effort remain remote. 

Still, with the president’s favorability 
rating dropping below 40 percent in re- 
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cent months, even the talk of impeachment 
in the Congress and in the press is not a 
good sign for a president in his second 
term, working on his “legacy.” And at least 
some people, outside as well as within the 
Congress, have been urging House mem- 
bers to stop tiptoeing around the “I-word.” 

“T don’t think you should be hesitant to 
speak the word in this room,” Georgetown 
University law professor Nicholas Rosen- 
kranz said at a December hearing of the 
Judiciary Committee. “A check on execu- 
tive lawlessness is impeachment.” 


Saving “Government Motors” 
Obama came into office on January 20, 
2009, after a winning election campaign 
in which he announced the goal of “fun- 
damentally transforming the United States 
of America.” Yet in many ways his policies 
became more a ramping up of, rather than 
break with, those of the previous administra- 
tion. Obama picked up where his predeces- 
sor left off by continuing the bailout of the 
financial industry that had collapsed in the 
fall of 2008 and getting Congress to approve 
a $792 billion “economic stimulus” package 
to offset the effects of the recession. Then 
came the rescue of the auto industry that re- 
sulted in a government takeover of General 
Motors and United Auto Workers owner- 
ship of Chrysler. On the auto bailout, both 
George W. Bush and Barack Obama acted 
illegally and unconstitutionally. 

On December 11, 2008, the House ap- 
proved President Bush’s request for $14 bil- 
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lion in loans to GM and Chrysler. The Sen- 
ate defeated the measure, however, which 
should have been the end of the matter. But 
a week later Bush and Treasury Secretary 
Henry Paulson announced the administra- 
tion would make $17.4 billion available 
to the auto companies under terms similar 
to what the Senate had voted down. The 
money would come from the Troubled 
Asset Relief Program that Congress had 
approved in legislation that stipulated the 
money was to be used to assist financial 
institutions. A group of 26 congressional 
Republicans sent a letter to the president, 
protesting: “Congress never voted for a 
federal bailout of the automobile indus- 
try, and the only way for TARP funds to 
be diverted to domestic automakers is with 
explicit congressional approval.” 

As is often said in the legal profession, 
two wrongs don’t make a right, but they 
do make a precedent. In March 2009, the 
Obama administration stepped up with 
another round of loans, diverting nearly 
$77 million of TARP money to GM and 
Chrysler while demanding the ouster of 
CEO Rick Wagoner from General Motors 
and giving Chrysler 30 days to complete a 
merger with Italian automaker Fiat. Before 
the spring was over, the administration 
concluded that the companies’ restructur- 
ing plans were insufficient and directed 
them into Chapter 11 bankruptcy. Claims 
of the UAW pension fund took precedence 
over obligations to creditors with secured 
bonds, contrary to U.S. bankruptcy law. 
The creditors were forced to settle for 29 
cents on the dollar while the UAW pension 
fund received 40 cents. Two of the nation’s 
Big Three automakers were “saved” by a 
flouting of the bankruptcy law and the use 
of taxpayers’ dollars in ways never autho- 
rized by Congress. The process opened the 
door to still further politicization by both 
the president and the lawmakers. GM’s 
emphasis on hybrid and electric cars re- 
flected the policy preferences of environ- 
mentalists and the Obama administration, 
not market demand. As the auto compa- 
nies began shedding assets and reallocat- 
ing resources, representatives and senators 
intervened to save dealerships and suppli- 
ers in their respective districts and states. 
“There is little doubt,” wrote George 
Mason University law professor Todd Zy- 
wicki, “that General Motors — and, in all 
probability, Chrysler too — would have 
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emerged stronger and more competitive 
had they pursued normal bankruptcies 
(perhaps with some help in obtaining fi- 
nancing), not massive bailouts followed 
by bankruptcies run by the government.” 


The Tempting of Sestak 

The first talk of impeaching Obama may 
have come from Rep. Darrell Issa of Cali- 
fornia early in 2010. Rep. Joe Sestak (D- 
Pa.) was in a Senate primary race against 
five-term Sen. Arlen Specter, a former 
liberal Republican who had changed his 
affiliation to Democrat to avoid what ap- 
parently would have been a losing Repub- 
lican primary battle against the more con- 
servative Rep. Pat Toomey. Obama and 
Vice President Joe Biden were backing 
Specter, and rumors circulated that they 
were trying to get Sestak to drop out of 
the race. During an interview in February 
on Comcast Network’s Voice of Reason, 
newsman Larry Kane asked Sestak: “Ts it 
true that you were offered a high-ranking 
job in the administration in a bid to get 
you to drop out of the primary against 
Arlen Specter?” Sestak answered “Yes,” 
but wouldn’t comment further, except to 
say the job was “high up.” 

Federal law makes it a crime for anyone 
“who directly or indirectly, promises any 
employment, position, compensation, con- 
tract, appointment, or any other benefit” to 
someone else “as consideration, favor, or 
reward for any political activity or for the 
support of or opposition to any candidate or 
any political party in connection with any 


general or special election to any political 
office.” It is also illegal for a government 
official to use “his official authority for 
the purpose of interfering with, or affect- 
ing, the nomination or the election of any 
candidate.” Issa, the ranking Republican 
(now chairman) of the House Oversight 
and Government Reform Committee, said 
the offer to Sestak “could be impeachable.” 
In a move reminiscent of the Watergate in- 
vestigation, Issa and all seven Republicans 
on the Senate Judiciary Committee asked 
the Justice Department to appoint a special 
prosecutor. The request was denied. 

Three months went by before the 
Obama administration publicly addressed 
the allegation. On May 28, a White House 
statement disclosed that chief of staff 
Rahm Emanuel had engaged former Presi- 
dent Bill Clinton to act as an intermediary, 
offering Sestak an “unpaid advisory posi- 
tion” if he would remain in the House and 
drop out of the Senate race. The statement 
did not say what the advisory position 
was. White House counsel Robert Bauer 
insisted there was no impropriety nor ethi- 
cal breach in seeking to avoid a divisive 
party primary by offering Sestak “uncom- 
pensated advisory board options.” Accord- 
ing to that explanation, a former two-term 
president and the politically savvy White 
House operatives believed a congressman 
who had already launched a campaign for 
the U.S. Senate could be persuaded to drop 
that quest in exchange for an “uncompen- 
sated advisory board” position. The offi- 
cial version did not overcome suspicions 
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Rep. Joe Sestak (D-Pa.) said in 2010 that he was offered a job “high up” in the Obama 


administration if he would drop his U.S. Senate primary campaign against Sen. Arlen Specter. 
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that Sestak had been offered something 
more substantial. The episode was soon 
forgotten, however, after Sestak defeated 
Specter in the primary, but lost to Toomey 
in the general election. 


Bombing Libya 

In 2011, the United States participated in 
a NATO bombing campaign over Libya in 
support of United Nations Security Coun- 
cil Resolution 1973, calling for a cease-fire 
in that nation’s civil war and the establish- 
ment of a no-fly zone to prevent Moammar 
Gadhafi’s air force from killing rebels and 
civilians. The campaign began in March 
and continued to the end of October after 
Gadhafi had been overthrown and killed. 
The military action was undertaken without 
either a declaration of war by Congress, as 
the Constitution requires, or compliance 
with the terms of the War Powers Resolu- 
tion passed by Congress in 1973. The law 
requires the president to notify Congress 
within 48 hours of committing armed forc- 
es to military action, and forbids armed 
forces from remaining in the action for 
more than 60 days (with a further 30-day 
withdrawal period) without congressional 
authorization or declaration of war. It was 
passed over the veto of President Nixon, 
whose secret bombing campaign in Cam- 
bodia was the inspiration for the measure 
and later became one of the Articles of 
Impeachment against him approved by the 
House Judiciary Committee. 

Rep. Dennis Kucinich (D-Ohio) called 
for Obama’s impeachment over the Libya 
campaign. The maverick Democrat had 
also called for the impeachment of Presi- 
dent George W. Bush and Vice President 
Dick Cheney over deceptions leading to 
the Iraq War. In each case he found little 
support from members of either party as 
he made his case repeatedly on a variety 
of media platforms. As he told the bel- 
licose Bill O’Reilly on Fox News, “You 
have to come to Congress if you’re going 
to attack another country. [Obama] didn’t 
do that, that’s not a small matter.” 


“Benghazigate” 

On September 11, 2012, the U.S. com- 
pound in Benghazi, Libya, was attacked and 
burned, followed by a mortar and rocket at- 
tack against a U.S. diplomatic annex in the 
city. U.S. Ambassador Christopher Stevens 
and three other Americans were killed in the 
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With the president’s favorability rating 


dropping below 40 percent in recent 


months, even the talk of impeachment 
in the Congress and in the press is not a 
od sign for a president in his second 


m, working on his “legacy.” 


attack. Early reports described the attack as 
mob violence inspired by a video made in 
the United States that mocked Islam and the 
prophet Mohammed. Five days later, U.S. 
Ambassador to the United Nations Susan 
Rice appeared on five Sunday talk shows 
and, following what were later found to be 
State Department and CIA talking points, 
described what happened as a “spontane- 
ous attack.” Republicans charged that the 
Obama administration was attempting to 
cover up its failure to respond to previous 
warnings of an al-Qaeda-led attack and to 
requests for more security in Libya. The 
failure or inability of U.S. armed forces to 
respond to the attack also became an issue, 
along with the Obama administration’s ship- 
ment of U.S. arms to Libyan rebels during 
their insurrection a year earlier. The trans- 
fer of some of those weapons to al-Qaeda- 
dominated rebel forces in Syria’s ongoing 
civil war is another factor that has kept the 
Benghazi assault a bone of contention one 
and a half years after the event. 

“Of all the great cover-ups in history 
— the Pentagon Papers, Iran-Contra, 
Watergate, all the rest of them — this ... 
is going to go down as [the] most egre- 
gious cover-up in American history,” Sen. 
James Inhofe (R-Okla.) said in a May 10, 
2013 interview. “People may be starting to 
use the I-word before long,” he suggested. 
Impeachment “could be within the realm 
of possibilities,” Rep. Jason Chaffetz (R- 
Utah) said at the time. “I’m not willing to 
take that off the table. But that’s certainly 
not what we’re striving for.” 


IRS Targets Conservatives 

The news that the IRS had been target- 
ing conservative groups — particularly 
those with “Tea Party” or “Patriot” in 
their names — for investigations into 
their tax status brought renewed talk of 
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impeachment. Some advo- 
cates recalled that one of 
the charges in the Articles of 
Impeachment against Presi- 
dent Nixon was that he “en- 
deavored to obtain from the 
Internal Revenue Service ... 
income tax audits or other 
income tax investigations to 
be initiated or conducted in 
a discriminatory manner.” In 
a Washington press confer- 
ence with Tea Party leaders 
last May, Rep. Michelle Bachmann said 
her constituents were calling for Congress 
to file charges against Obama. 

“There isn’t a weekend that hasn’t gone 
by that someone says to me, ‘Michelle, 
what in the world are you all waiting for 
in Congress? Why aren’t you impeach- 
ing the president? He’s been making un- 
constitutional actions since he came into 
office.’” Reince Priebus, chairman of the 
Republican National Committee, and Sen. 
Rand Paul (R-Ky.) said the impeachment 
talk was premature when they appeared to- 
gether at a fundraiser in New Hampshire, 
though Paul said it “stretches credulity” to 
think no one in the Obama administration 
had been aware of what the IRS was doing. 
“For goodness sake, somebody’s got to be 
fired, if not go to prison,” Paul said. 


Usurping Legislative Powers 
In June 2012, Obama announced he was 
suspending deportation of some illegal 


immigrants and would grant them work 
permits. The executive order would affect 
an estimated 800,000 people who came to 
the United States before they were 16 and 
are younger than 30. To qualify they must 
have no felony convictions, have been in 
the country for at least five continuous 
years, and either have a high-school di- 
ploma or GED equivalent or have served 
in the military. 

The first article of the Constitution de- 
clares in Section 1: “All legislative Powers 
herein granted shall be vested in a Congress 
of the United States, which shall consist of 
a Senate and House of Representatives.” 
Obama’s order achieved by executive fiat 
many of the goals written into the proposed 
Development Relief and Education for 
Alien Minors (DREAM) Act that has lan- 
guished in Congress since it was introduced 
in 2001. Rep. Allen West (R-Fla.) promptly 
labeled Obama’s order “‘another example 
of executive overreach.” Any change in the 
law should come by action of the legislative 
branch, West said. “That’s how we do busi- 
ness in the United States.” 

“You can have executive orders that 
implement already existing laws, but what 
Obama has done in the DREAM Act ... is 
unbelievably unconstitutional,” columnist 
Charles Krauthammer said on Fox News 
Special Report. “He’s done that over and 
over again on immigration, drug laws, cli- 
mate change, and, of course, on Obama- 
Care, which he has unilaterally altered law- 
lessly at least 15 times,” Krauthammer said. 


U.S. Ambassador to Libya Christopher Stevens was one of four Americans killed in the terrorist 


attacks in Benghazi on September 11, 2012. 
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Executive orders from the president have been used to bypass Congress, including orders adopting 
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provisions of the DREAM Act, an immigration reform measure that Congress never passed. 


“Tt’s as ifa Republican ran and said, ‘I don’t 
like the capital-gains tax,’ Congress rejects 
an abolition of that tax, and then he orders 
the IRS not to collect it. People would be up 
in arms and would be impeaching.” While 
the immigration order came in a presidential 
election year, bolstering Obama’s huge lead 
over Republican challenger Mitt Romney 
among Hispanic voters, the president’s fre- 
quent amendments by executive order to the 
Affordable Care Act — including delays for 
some labor unions and for small to medium- 
size employers — may be an effort to spare 
Democrats a backlash against ObamaCare 
in this year’s congressional elections. 

Republicans, however, are not the only 
ones objecting to the president’s frequent 
bypassing of Congress to change laws 
by executive order. Nat Hentoff, a legal 
scholar and civil liberties advocate whose 
column was a popular feature for decades 
in the left-wing Village Voice, recently 
penned a column arguing that Obama is 
eminently “impeachable.” 

“The very core of what makes America 
different from all other nations is our Con- 
stitution’s separation of powers,” Hentoff 
wrote. “But here comes our commander- 
in-chief, who customarily tosses the sepa- 
ration of powers into the nearest wastepa- 
per basket.” Obama’s Justice Department 
has persuaded federal courts to ban suits 
against the government for a practice that 
came to light during the Bush administra- 
tion, that of using “extraordinary rendi- 
tions” to send terror suspects abroad to 
be interrogated by governments known to 
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practice torture. “He used the state secrets 
privilege to close off our system of justice 
more often than Bush ever did,” Hentoff 
wrote. “Since then, Obama has not forbade 
renditions. And because renditions are clas- 
sified, we don’t know who has been taken 
where.” Obama signed into law National 
Defense Authorization Acts that permit the 
military to “arrest and detain U.S. citizens 
indefinitely — including in this country — 
for allegedly being ‘associated’ with terror- 
ists, without evidence presented before an 
American court. If these reminders of Chi- 
nese justice don’t add pressing cause for an 
impeachment investigation, what on earth 
will?” Hentoff asked. 

Journalist and former civil liberties law- 
yer Glenn Greenwald, who has championed 
the cause of NSA whistleblower Edward 
Snowden, has repeatedly hammered lib- 
eral Democrats for quietly accepting under 
Obama invasions of privacy and violations 
of liberty they railed against under Presi- 
dent Bush. George Washington University 
law professor Jonathan Turley, a liberal who 
agrees with many of Obama’s policy goals, 
nonetheless faults Obama for his role in cre- 
ating a “surveillance state of unprecedented 
size.” As Turley noted on his blog site: 


The great irony is that the greatest 
loss of constitutional protections has 
occurred under a man who came to 
office promising to reform security 
laws and often refers to himself as a 
former constitutional law professor. 
An iconic figure for many liberals, 


President Barack Obama has divided 
the civil liberties community and ex- 
panded both the security state and his 
own unchecked powers. He has taken 
actions that would have made Rich- 
ard Nixon blush — from warrant- 
less surveillance to quashing dozens 
of privacy lawsuits, to claiming the 
right to kill any citizen, on his sole 
authority. He has also rolled back key 
international principles in expanding 
drone attacks and promising not to 
prosecute officials for torture. 


Commenting a year ago on the 40th an- 
niversary of the Watergate scandal, Turley 
wrote: “From unilateral military actions 
to warrantless surveillance that were key 
parts of the basis for Nixon’s impend- 
ing impeachment, the painful fact is that 
Barack Obama is the president that Nixon 
always wanted to be.” 

The House probably won’t press for 
impeachment because, as Sen. Ted Cruz 
(R-Texas) said, “There aren’t enough 
votes in the Senate” to remove the presi- 
dent from office. But in the impeachment 
process, the House of Representatives is 
the equivalent of a grand jury. It is up to 
the representatives to turn in an indictment 
if they believe the president has been run- 
ning a lawless administration. If the Sen- 
ate should turn a blind eye to that lawless- 
ness, as it most likely would, that would 
be the senators’ decision and their job to 
explain to voters in their respective states 
why they have permitted the president to 
be above the law. It might even be worth 
finding out if the voters care. 

On the other hand, should House Re- 
publicans bring the impeachment question 
to a vote, they would no doubt be heavily 
ridiculed by the “mainstream” media for 
wasting the public’s time and money ona 
vain and foolish effort to discredit the pres- 
ident. The impeachment of President Clin- 
ton and the hapless effort to remove him 
from office in 1998-’99 would no doubt 
be revisited in ways Republicans might 
rather forget. Besides, even some of the 
most zealous, partisan Republicans might 
blanch at an effort to remove Obama from 
office, considering who is next in line to 
succeed him. Rep. Trey Gowdy (R-S.C.) 
told the New York Times that when voters 
ask him about impeachment, he merely 
asks: “Have you met Joe Biden?” Hf 
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Congress is spending money at such a rapid rate that it has been forced to repeatedly 
revisit increasing the U.S. debt limit. Now it is simply suspending the limit, letting itself binge. 


by Laurence M. Vance 


he federal debt limit is once again 
| on autopilot. Facing the dilemma of 
raising the debt limit so that the fed- 
eral government can borrow more money 
or allowing the government to default on its 
obligations and possibly shut down, Con- 
gress passed in February, and, while on a 
weekend golf vacation in Southern Cali- 
fornia, President Obama signed into law, 
a stand-alone bill (S. 540) to suspend the 
debit limit through March 15, 2015 — that 
is, after a new Congress has settled in fol- 
lowing the upcoming November election. 
The debt limit or debt ceiling is the 
maximum amount of money the govern- 
ment is legally allowed to borrow. Begin- 
ning in 1917, Congress established statu- 
tory limits on federal debt. According to 
the Government Accountability Office 
(GAO): “The debt limit does not control or 
limit the ability of the federal government 
to run deficits or incur obligations. Rather, 
it is a limit on the ability to pay obliga- 
tions already incurred.” And as stated by 
the Treasury Department: “The debt limit 
does not authorize new spending commit- 
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ments. It simply allows the government 
to finance existing legal obligations that 
Congresses and presidents of both parties 
have made in the past.” 

The debt ceiling was “only” $49 bil- 
lion in 1940. Surprisingly, it was actually 
lowered five times, in 1946, 1956, 1960, 
and twice in 1963, before growing to $1 
trillion by September of 1981. The last 
time the debt limit was actually set by 
statute — January 28, 2012 — the limit 
was $16.394 trillion. 

Federal debt can increase in two ways, 
as explained in The Debt Limit: History 
and Recent Increases, issued by the Con- 
gressional Research Service: 


First, debt increases when the gov- 
ernment sells debt to the public to fi- 
nance budget deficits and acquire the 
financial resources needed to meet 
its obligations. This increases debt 
held by the public. Second, debt in- 
creases when the federal government 
issues debt to certain government ac- 
counts, such as the Social Security, 
Medicare, and Transportation trust 
funds, in exchange for their reported 


surpluses. This increases debt held 
by government accounts. The sum 
of debt held by the public and debt 
held by government accounts is the 
total federal debt. Surpluses reduce 
debt held by the public, while deficits 
raise it. [Emphasis in original. ] 


The federal debt is currently over $17.3 
trillion — well above the last statutory 
debt limit of $16.394 trillion — and in- 
creasing by over $2 billion every day. 


The Explosion of the Debt Limit 

The statutory debt limit grew from just 
over $1 trillion in September of 1981 to 
just over $2 trillion in December of 1985. 
It took four more years for the debt limit 
to increase by another trillion, reaching 
$3.123 trillion in November of 1989. Only 
one year later, the debt limit had increased 
by another $1 trillion. From there it was 
not until March of 1996 that the debt limit 
exceeded $5 trillion. 

But after “only” rising to $5.95 trillion 
before the day of President George W. 
Bush’s first inauguration, the debit limit 
increased by over $2 trillion to $8.184 tril- 
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lion by the time of his second inauguration. 
When Bush left office in January of 2009, 
the debt limit was up to $11.315 trillion. 

This increase in the debt limit under 
Bush paralleled the increases in federal 
spending and the federal debt. The federal 
budget exploded under Bush from $2 tril- 
lion in fiscal year 2002 (his first budget) 
to $3.1 trillion in fiscal year 2009 (his last 
budget). This last of Bush’s budgets was 
especially significant as it was the first 
budget in U.S. history to have a deficit of 
over $1 trillion. On the day of Bush’s first 
inauguration, federal debt stood at $5.73 
trillion. But by the time of his second inau- 
guration, the national debt had increased 
by almost $2 trillion to $7.61 trillion. On 
the last day of Bush’s second term, the na- 
tional debt stood at $10.63 trillion. 

Under President Obama the debt limit 
has continued its upward climb. It was 
first raised in the beginning of 2009 in the 
“American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act” to $12.104 trillion. But before the 
year was over, it was raised again in De- 
cember to $12.394 trillion. The debt limit 
increased once in 2010, to $14.294 trillion. 
In 2011, the “Budget Control Act” was en- 
acted. It increased the debt limit in three 
steps totaling $2.1 trillion. 

When the new $16.394 trillion debt 
limit was close to being reached, Con- 
gress, in the “No Budget, No Pay Act,” 
for the first time “suspended” the debt 
limit from February 4, 2013 to May 18, 
2013. On May 19, 2013, the debt ceil- 
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ing was raised to cover all the borrowing 
done during the suspension period. The 
same thing was then done for the period 
of October 17, 2013 to February 7, 2014. 
This year, however, Congress, in the 
“Temporary Debt Limit Extension Act” 
(S.540), suspended the debt limit for over 
a year, until March 15, 2015. Specifically, 
in Section 2: 


(a) In General — Section 3101(b) of 
title 31, United States Code, shall not 
apply for the period beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this Act and 
ending on March 15, 2015. 

(b) Special Rule Relating to Ob- 
ligations Issued During Extension 
Period — Effective March 16, 2015, 
the limitation in effect under section 
3101(b) of title 31, United States 
Code, shall be increased to the ex- 
tent that — 

(1) the face amount of obligations 
issued under chapter 31 of such title 
and the face amount of obligations 
whose principal and interest are 
guaranteed by the United States 
Government (except guaranteed ob- 
ligations held by the Secretary of the 
Treasury) outstanding on March 16, 
2015, exceeds 

(2) the face amount of such obliga- 
tions outstanding on the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 


“I’m pleased that Republicans and Demo- 


During President Bush’s eight years in office, the debt limit was raised seven times, the federal 
budget increased by over a trillion dollars, and the national debt almost doubled. 
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crats in Congress have come together to 
pay for what they’ve already spent, and 
remove the threat of default from our 
economy once and for all,” said President 
Obama. Actually, not a single Republi- 
can in the Democratic-controlled Senate 
voted for the debt limit suspension. In the 
Republican-controlled House, the Repub- 
lican vote was 199-28. 

What this means, of course, is that no 
one has any idea how much more debt the 
government is going to rack up before the 
period of debt limit suspension ends. All 
this debt comes at a price. Since 1995, in- 
terest payments on the national debt have 
exceed $300 billion every year, and have 
exceeded $400 billion in five years. 


The Politics of the Debt Limit 

It is a myth that the Republican Party is the 
party of fiscal conservatism and the Dem- 
ocratic Party is the party of deficit spend- 
ing. As relayed by the Treasury Depart- 
ment: “Since 1960, Congress has acted 78 
separate times to permanently raise, tem- 
porarily extend, or revise the definition of 
the debt limit — 49 times under Republi- 
can presidents and 29 times under Demo- 
cratic presidents.” The current Republican 
opposition to raising or suspending the 
debt limit is purely political. Bush and his 
Republican-controlled Congress raised the 
debt limit four times, and then Bush under 
a Democratic-controlled Congress raised 
it again three more times, before Obama 
and his Democratic-controlled Congress 
did likewise. 

When the debt ceiling was raised in 
2002, it was opposed by only 15 Republi- 
cans in the Senate and six in the House. On 
the other hand, 206 out of 210 Democrats 
in the House opposed the Republican-sup- 
ported increase. In 2003, raising the debt 
limit was opposed by just one Republican 
in the Senate and seven Republicans in 
the House. In 2004, an increase was only 
opposed by one Republican in the Senate 
and 10 Republicans in the House. This 
time every voting Democrat voted against 
raising the debt limit. In 2006, just three 
Republicans in the Senate and 15 in the 
House opposed the debt limit increase. 

The next time the debt ceiling was 
raised, in 2007, congressional Repub- 
licans began to turn into fiscal conser- 
vatives, since the Democrats regained 
control of the House and Senate in the 
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2006 midterm elections. Opposition was 
provided by 20 Republicans in the Senate 
and every Republican in the House. When 
the debt limit was raised in the “Housing 
and Economic Recovery Act of 2008” 
(the Bush bailout), it was opposed by 13 
Republicans in the Senate and 149 in the 
House. When it was raised later in the year 
in the “Emergency Economic Stabilization 
Act of 2008” (the TARP bailout), it was 
opposed by 15 Republicans in the Senate 
and 108 in the House. 

When Obama was elected president in 
2008, with the Democrats maintaining 
their majority in Congress in the same 
election, the Republicans almost unani- 
mously resisted any increase in the debt 
limit. Opposition to raising the debt limit 
in the “American Recovery and Reinvest- 
ment Act of 2009” (Obama’s stimulus 
plan) was opposed by 38 out of 41 Re- 
publicans in the Senate and all 176 vot- 
ing Republicans in the House. On the 
other two occasions when Obama and the 
Democrats raised the debt limit, there was 
unanimous Republican opposition. 

After the Republicans regained con- 
trol of the House in the 2010 midterm 
election, they helped Democrats pass the 
“Budget Control Act of 2011,” which 
ultimately raised the debt ceiling to 
$16.394 trillion. The Republican vote 
in favor of the legislation was 174-66 in 
the House and 28-19 in the Senate. This 
immediately increased the debt limit by 
$400 billion and included provisions al- 
lowing the president to request two addi- 
tional increases, subject to congressional 
disapproval. Naturally, the president took 
advantage of this and requested a $500 
billion increase in September of 2011 and 
a $1.2 trillion increase in January of 2012. 
Party-line votes on disapproval measures 
meant that they passed only in the House 
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since the Senate was con- 
trolled by Democrats. When 
the debt limit was twice 
suspended in 2013, the first 
time Republicans generally 
supported such action in the 
House and opposed it in the 
Senate, but did the very op- 
posite the second time. 
Republicans have pro- 
gressed from almost unani- 
mous support for raising the 
debt ceiling when they con- 
trolled the White House and Congress, to 
generally opposing raising the debt ceil- 
ing when a Republican was president and 
the Democrats controlled Congress, to al- 
most unanimous opposition to raising the 
debt ceiling when Democrats controlled 
the White House and Congress, to being 
all over the map when a Democrat resides 
in the White House and Republicans 
control only the House. It should also be 
pointed out that when Republicans had a 
majority in the House and Senate under 
President Clinton, they voted twice to 
raise the debt limit (in 1996 and 1997). 
Republicans don’t have a monopoly on 
hypocrisy. As a U.S. senator, Obama had 
four opportunities to vote on expanding 
the debt ceiling when Bush was president. 
He didn’t vote on two occasions (in 2007 
and 2008), but when the Republicans had 


a majority in both Houses of Congress and 
supported raising the debt limit in 2006, 
he voted against doing so. And when the 
Democrats controlled the Congress and 
supported raising the debt limit in 2008, he 
voted in favor of doing so. And although 
most congressional Democrats currently 
favor an increase in the debt limit, they 
fought against such an increase the four 
times the debt ceiling was raised when 
George W. Bush was in office. 


The Reason for Debt Limit Increases 
There is only one reason why Congress 
continually seeks to raise the debt limit: 
Government spending is out of control. 
Members of Congress have an insatiable 
desire to spend money — other people’s 
money. Even worse is the fact that the 
vast majority of spending authorized by 
Congress is blatantly unconstitutional. 
Consider just the following five areas of 
spending: 

¢ Agriculture. President Obama recent- 
ly signed a five-year, $956.4 billion farm 
bill that “sets national agriculture, nutri- 
tion, conservation, and forestry policy.” 
Yet, the Constitution authorizes none of 
these things. Just as it nowhere authorizes 
food stamps, farm subsidies, protection 
of the sugar industry, milk price supports, 
the National School Lunch Program 
(NSLP), the School Breakfast Program 
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As a U.S. senator, President Obama voted against raising the debt limit when the Republicans 
were in charge. Since taking office he has presided over raising or suspending it nine times. 
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as 
The federal government has roughly 80 means-tested welfare programs, not one of which is 


authorized by the Constitution. Before Congress suspended the debt limit, it first suspended 
the Constitution. 


(SBP), federal Dietary Guidelines for 
Americans, the federal Food Guide Pyra- 
mid, the Food and Nutrition Service, or 
the Department of Agriculture. 

¢ Foreign aid. The federal government 
provides some form of assistance to over 
150 countries. Billions and billions of dol- 
lars have been doled out since World War 
II. But not only is foreign aid not autho- 
rized by the Constitution, it is simply an 
income transfer from the pockets of Amer- 
ican taxpayers to corrupt regimes and 
countries whose location most Americans 
don’t know. And with poverty, unemploy- 
ment, and crumbling infrastructure here 
in the United States, it doesn’t even make 
any sense for the U.S. government to send 
taxpayer money overseas. 

¢ Education. The federal government 
created the Department of Education in 
1979 even though every state already had 
its own Department of Education. Yet, 
the Constitution nowhere authorizes the 
federal government to spend one dime on 
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education. This means not only that the 
bloated bureaucracy of the Department of 
Education should not exist, but also that 
there should be no Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act, Pell Grants, Head 
Start, or federal funding of student loans, 
research grants, special education, or math 
and science initiatives. 

¢ Healthcare. The federal government 
regulates and funds healthcare in the 
United States. Yet, the Constitution au- 
thorizes not a whit to be spent on either. 
This not only means that there should 
be no ObamaCare, but no Department 
of Health and Human Services, FDA, 
National Institutes of Health, Medicare, 
Medicaid, SCHIP, or federal funding of 
vaccination programs, medical research, 
clinical trials, HI'V/AIDS-prevention ini- 
tiatives, or laboratories. 

¢ Welfare. The federal government has 
roughly 80 federal means-tested welfare 
programs, not one of which is authorized 
by the Constitution. These programs forci- 


bly transfer income from some Americans 
to other Americans. So, in addition to food 
stamps, Medicaid, and Medicare, men- 
tioned above, no money should be taken 
from taxpayers to fund Supplemental Se- 
curity Income, Temporary Assistance for 
Needy Families, housing subsidies, WIC, 
the Low Income Home Energy Assistance 
Program, or refundable tax credits. 

I haven’t even mentioned the alphabet 
soup of federal agencies such as the EPA, 
SBA, FTC, FCC, SEC, FDA, TVA, HUD, 
NEA, NEH, CPB, and OSHA that are not 
authorized by the Constitution or the bil- 
lions spent by the U.S. military on offense 
instead of defense. Before Congress sus- 
pended the debt limit, it first suspended 
the Constitution. 


The Constitutional Obligation 
Congress has no duty to honor the gov- 
ernment’s obligations that it voted for 
if it entails raising the debt limit. Not 
when the vast majority of the money 
Congress appropriates is for unconstitu- 
tional spending. This is true even if the 
debt limit doesn’t have to be raised. And 
no Congress is bound by the acts of a 
previous Congress. The first obligation 
of Congress is to follow the Constitution 
that every one of its individual members 
swore to uphold. Acts of Congress au- 
thorizing unconstitutional spending or 
spending that cannot be paid for can be 
amended or repealed just as easily as the 
obligations were created in the first place. 

Rejecting an increase in the debt limit 
is the first step toward restoring fiscal 
sanity in Washington. It would force 
Congress to drastically cut spending 
and then live within its means. Rolling 
back government spending to “pre-stim- 
ulus, pre-bailout levels,” as proposed by 
House Republicans in their “Pledge to 
America,” is nowhere near enough. And 
conditioning the raising of the debt ceil- 
ing on promises of future spending cuts, 
deficit reduction provisions, entitlement 
reform, or passage of a balanced budget 
amendment is no solution at all. But not 
only should the debt limit not be raised, it 
should be lowered. Congress’ credit card 
must be cut up; its checks must be shred- 
ded. Suspending the debt limit, as Con- 
gress just did for the third time, is akin to 
giving congressmen a credit card with no 
limit or a blank check. 
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and the Giller Screen 


With the exception of targeting some priests, Hollywood has 
not tackled, exposed, or condemned pedophilia. It has, in 
fact, aided in its acceptance and protected its perpetrators. 


by Selwyn Duke 


hatever you believe about the 
pedophilia allegations lev- 
eled against actor and direc- 


tor Woody Allen by his adopted daughter 
Dylan Farrow, one thing is plainly true. It’s 
not the detail of the abuse Farrow says she 
suffered at Allen’s hands, outlined in an 
open letter published in the New York Times 
February 1, though I find it convincing. It’s 
not just that Allen lost four court battles 
relating to the case and that a judge deter- 
mined his behavior toward his daughter to 
have been “grossly inappropriate.” It’s that, 
regardless, Hollywood will honor Allen till 
the day he dies — and likely beyond. 
Writing at the Hollywood Reporter, 
Gregg Kilday has a piece bearing the 
title “Woody Allen: Why Hollywood 
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Is Shrugging Off the Latest Sex Abuse 
Claims.” Why? The short answer is 
simple: because Hollywood has always 
shrugged off sex abuse. 

Farrow herself alluded to this in her let- 
ter, writing, “That torment [of the abuse] 
was made worse by Hollywood. All but a 
precious few (my heroes) turned a blind 
eye. Most found it easier to accept the 
ambiguity, to say, ‘who can say what hap- 
pened,’ to pretend that nothing was wrong. 
Actors praised him at awards shows. Net- 
works put him on TV. Critics put him in 
magazines.” And we’d seen this blind 
eye before. Reacting to the case of direc- 
tor Roman Polanski — who, according to 
court records, in 1977 plied 13-year-old 
Samantha Gailey (now Samantha Geimer) 
with drink and drugs and molested her — 
Whoopi Goldberg went full-Hollywood 


and minimized the crime, saying it wasn’t 
“rape-rape.” No, I suppose sophisticated 
men, practiced in subtlety and symbolism, 
don’t do rape-rape; perhaps, in the same 
vein as Hollywood would say about an- 
other fashionable crime, Polanski was just 
an “undocumented lover.” 


Shining Even the Most Stained 

But then there are less sophisticated men, 
such as Nazi officer Fritz von Balluseck. 
As the commandant of an occupied Polish 
town during WWII and a committed pedo- 
phile, von Balluseck would give children 
a choice: It was submission to his designs 
or the gas chamber. 

Most of his victims, we’re told, endured 
both fates. 

After somehow avoiding the hangman’s 
noose, von Balluseck continued his preda- 
tory ways following the war, until he was 
finally put on trial in 1957 for raping and 
killing a 10-year-old girl. But the story 
gets even more bizarre. During the pedo- 
phile’s trial, the German courts discovered 
that he had been corresponding with “sex 
researcher” and scientific fraud Alfred 
Kinsey, sending Kinsey information about 
his child sex abuse, which the researcher 
viewed as “data.” And not only did Kinsey 
ensure that more children would be vic- 
timized by failing to report von Balluseck, 
but, wrote WND.com’s Art Moore, “The 
German papers found letters from Kinsey 
thanking the pedophile for his ongoing 
child-rape ‘data,’ which continued until 
1954. Kinsey, who ‘kept up a regular and 
lively correspondence,’ told von Balluseck 
to ‘watch out’ or he would be caught.” 

Then there was Rex King, who molest- 
ed approximately 800 infants and children. 
Kinsey was so appreciative of the “data” 
this pedophile provided that he wrote to 
King on November 24, 1944, “I rejoice 
at everything you send, for I am then as- 
sured that that much more of your material 
is saved for scientific publication.” 

You may now be wondering why I’m 
telling you this. After all, Kinsey wasn’t 
an actor, producer, director, or even a cam- 
eraman. No, but Kinsey, the 2004 film, in- 
volved actors, producers, a director, and 
cameramen, people who participated in 
what was a friendly treatment of Kinsey 
— in the heroicization of one of 20th-cen- 
tury America’s true villains. 

What does this say about Hollywood? 
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Well, imagine that someone produced a 
work glorifying infamous Nazi death- 
camp doctor Josef Mengele, ignoring his 
atrocities and instead focusing on his al- 
leged contributions to science. Would it be 
unreasonable to suspect that such a person 
had Nazi sympathies himself? 

It’s not just that Kinsey director and 
homosexual activist Bill Condon needed 
industry support to create his whitewash, 
but that pleading ignorance is unreason- 
able. Not only were Kinsey’s crimes well 
known by 2004, but prior to the film’s 
release, longtime Kinsey critic Dr. Judith 
Reisman had approached entertainment- 
industry magazine Variety with a propos- 
al to pay for an advertisement warning 
of Kinsey’s true nature. Yet after initially 
agreeing to her proposal, Variety pub- 
lisher Craig Hitchcock balked and re- 
jected two versions of the ad, “calling it 
‘inappropriate’ for the entertainment pub- 


A 


lication,” wrote Moore. And, true, noth- 
ing could be more “inappropriate” than 
criticism of pedophilia in Hollywood. 
Or, perhaps I should say nothing could 
be more “incongruous.” 

My meaning is best summed up by one 
quotation: “I can tell you that the num- 
ber one problem in Hollywood was, and 
is, and always will be pedophilia.” These 
are the words of one of the 1980’s biggest 
child actors, Corey Feldman, in the August 
10, 2011 edition of ABC News Nightline. 
Feldman, who starred in ’80s hits such as 
Stand by Me, The Lost Boys, and Grem- 
lins, claims that he himself was a victim of 
a “Hollywood mogul” pedophile. Asked 
in the interview if there was a “casting 
couch” for kids, Feldman said that there 
was, but “it’s not done the same way [as 
with adults]; it’s all done under the radar. 
It’s the big secret.” He also said that hav- 
ing started acting at age three — millions 
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Why does Hollywood have a cavalier attitude toward accused pedophile Woody Allen? If the 
critics are correct, it’s because Tinseltown’s abundant glass houses are ensuring a shortage of 


hurled stones. 
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knew his name before he could spell it, as 
he puts it — it took him a while to under- 
stand the nature of the Hollywood envi- 
ronment. Said Feldman, “I was surrounded 
by them [pedophiles] when I was 14 years 
old. Surrounded — literally. Didn’t even 
know it. It wasn’t until I was old enough 
to realize what they were and what they 
wanted, and what they were about.... They 
were everywhere, like vultures.” 


A Long Line of Perversion 

Feldman, who repeated his charges in 
his 2013 book Coreyography: A Memoir, 
also attributes the untimely death of his 
friend and fellow child star Corey Haim 
to child sexual abuse. Haim, who starred 
in so many films with Feldman that the 
duo became known as “the two Coreys,” 
said in 2008 that he had been “raped” by 
a Hollywood figure. Haim died two years 
later at age 38, overdosing on illegally 
obtained legal drugs. 

Some might question Feldman’s cred- 
ibility, however, given that he refuses 
to name the perpetrators, saying that he 
fears not only lawsuits but for the safety 
of himself and his young son. Yet if some- 
one would claim there is no fire here, there 
sure is a lot of smoke. As to this, Fox 
News’ Meagan Murphy wrote in her 2011 
piece “Recent Charges of Sexual Abuse 
of Children in Hollywood Just Tip of Ice- 
berg, Experts Say”: 


Another child star from an earlier era 
agrees that Hollywood has long had 
a problem with pedophilia. “When I 
watched that interview [with Feld- 
man], a whole series of names and 
faces from my history went zooming 
through my head,” Paul Peterson, 
66, star of The Donna Reed Show, a 
sitcom popular in the 1950s and 60s, 
and president of A Minor Consider- 
ation, tells FOXNews.com. “Some of 
these people, who I know very well, 
are still in the game.” 

“This has been going on for a very 
long time,” concurs former Little 
House on the Prairie star Alison 
Arngrim. “It was the gossip back 
in the ’80s. People said, ‘Oh yeah, 
the Coreys, everyone’s had them.’ 
People talked about it like it was not 
a big deal.” 

... “I literally heard that they were 
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Millions watched ’80s child stars Corey Haim (left) and Corey Feldman appear together in films 
such as The Lost Boys, but few knew that sexual abuse behind the camera was ensuring they’d 


have a lost childhood. 


“passed around,’” Arngrim said. “The 
word was that they were given drugs 
and being used for sex.... There were 
all sorts of stories about everyone 
from their, quote, ‘set guardians’ on 
down that these two had been sexu- 
ally abused and were totally being 
corrupted in every possible way.” 


Bearing further witness to the rampancy 
of pedophilia in Hollywood is that, at least 
occasionally, the corruptors are exposed. 
Fernando Rivas, an award-winning com- 
poser who created music for Sesame Street 
and Disney, was sentenced to 15 years in 
prison in 2013 for the production and dis- 
tribution of child pornography. Jason James 
Murphy, a casting agent who often worked 
with young clients, lost his job after the 
2011 revelation that he is a registered sex 
offender who once served five years for 
molesting and kidnapping an eight-year-old 
boy. Martin Weiss, a Hollywood manager 
who represented child actors, pleaded no 
contest in 2012 to two charges of engaging 
in sexual acts with a child under 14. Note, 
too, that Weiss told his victim, according 
to the affidavit in the case, “that what they 
were doing was common practice in the en- 
tertainment industry.” 

Perhaps this is why the collective rap 
sheet burgeons when considering the en- 
tertainment industry as a whole. In Britain, 
it has been discovered that late BBC host 
Jimmy Savile sexually abused hundreds 
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of children he had access to during school 
and hospital charity work; and another 
BBC host, Paul Gambaccini, was arrested 
late last year on suspicion of pedophilia. 
Also in 2013, a former lead singer of the 
group Lostprophets, Ian Watkins, pleaded 
guilty in a British court to child-sex-abuse 
and child-pornography charges, and U.K. 
comedian and game-show host Jimmy 
Tarbuck was arrested for the alleged 1970s 
sexual assault of a young boy. And this is 
just a short list — of the cases that have 
come to light. 


The Parents’ Part 

This all raises an obvious question about 
these targeted children: Where were the par- 
ents? They range from remiss at best to rep- 
robate at worst. For instance, consider what 
Feldman revealed in his book, as related by 
Emily Longeretta at Hollywood Life: 


Corey never had a positive influence 
at home — his mother, Sheila, was 
a former model for Playboy and suf- 
fered from severe depression, as well 
as used heavy drugs. His father, Bob, 
did drugs with Corey, which was the 
extent of their relationships [sic]. 

... Corey revealed that his mother 
called him fat and tortured him at the 
young age of four, eventually force- 
feeding him diet pills. 

... At seven, his mother thought of 
him as the bread winner, and would 
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not let him even play outside saying 
that he had too many responsibili- 
ties. When he was fired for a role, his 
mother would threaten his life, and 
call him a “worthless piece of s[***].” 


If that isn’t bad enough, FBI files show 
that some of the star-struck parents of 
youngsters allegedly abused by late sing- 
er Michael Jackson “were willing accom- 
plices in the sexual exploitation of their 
own children,” wrote Ben Shapiro last 
year at FrontPageMag.com. As an exam- 
ple, the documents state that one mother 
“knew her son was being molested but 
turned a blind eye to it.” The witness to 
the molestation “confided [that] because it 
didn’t bother her son, it didn’t bother her,” 
reported Shapiro. 

None of this would come as any shock 
to Alison Argrim, who herself was mo- 
lested as a child (by a family member) and 
now is the spokesman for child-advocacy 
group Protect.org. Explaining that many 
Hollywood parents are blinded by dollar 
signs, she asks rhetorically, reported Fox 
News, “If a child actor is being sexually 
abused by someone on the show, is the 
family, agents or managers — the people 
who are getting money out of this — going 
to say, ‘OK, let’s press charges’?” 

And that is the problem. Feldman said 
in his Nightline interview, “There’s a lot of 
good people in this industry, but there’s also 
a lot of really, really sick, corrupt people 
in this industry,” but I wonder. Among all 
those “good” people, why aren’t there a few 
who’ ll put morals ahead of mammon and 
name names? How are they any different 
from Alfred Kinsey if, like him, they’ II sac- 
rifice future child victims’ souls on the altar 
of agenda or art? This is why my interpreta- 
tion of the problem is a bit different. 


Culture of Uncaring 

On the whole, I don’t think the entertain- 
ment industry could care less about pe- 
dophilia. 

Sure, it has made numerous works about 
the Catholic Church sex scandal, such as 
Deliver Us From Evil, Sex Crimes of the 
Vatican, Twist of Faith, and The Boys of 
St. Vincent. But where is The Boys of Hol- 
lywood? We’ll never see it for the same 
reason a Hofstra University study found 
that while child sex abuse in government 
schools is 100 times as common as it had 
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Reacting to the case of director Roman 


Polanski — who, according to court 
records, in 1977 plied 13-year-old 


Samantha Gailey with drink and drugs 

and molested her — Whoopi Goldberg 
went full-Hollywood and minimized the 
crime, saying it wasn’t “rape-rape.” 


been in the church (most church cases 
are decades old precisely because proac- 
tive measures were taken), the 61 biggest 
California newspapers had written nearly 
2,000 stories about the church scandal dur- 
ing the first half of 2002 — and only four 
about the school scandal. Among leftist 
pseudo-elites, pedophilia isn’t hated as 
much as it’s handy for attacking hated tar- 
gets, such as the church and Boy Scouts. 
This may seem a harsh assessment, but 
the preponderance of the evidence says oth- 
erwise. Why else would Hollywood create 
and tolerate a film such as Kinsey, which 
obscures the outrageous and canonizes the 
criminal? Why else would the entertain- 
ment industry make the 1992 movie For a 
Lost Soldier, which portrays a WWII-era 
sexual relationship between a Canadian 
serviceman and a young European boy in 
a neutral light? Why would it create L./E., 
a 2001 film that portrays another pederast 
likewise? Just as bad are certain film crit- 


ics. The New York Times’ Ste- 
phen Holden actually entitled 
his review of For a Lost Soldier 
“Treating a Delicate Story of a 
Soldier and a Boy Tenderly”’; he 
then wrote that the story “takes 
up ... a romantic relationship 
between a grown-up and a child, 
and invests it with an aching 
tenderness,” and describes the 
“affection” between the two as 
“touching” and, unbelievably, 
as “the love that dare not speak 
its name.” As for L.LE., John Nesbit at Old 
School Reviews had a very new school re- 
action to the film’s NC-17 rating, grousing, 
“It’s obvious the MPAA [Motion Picture 
Association of America] board has issues 
with homosexual pedophilia.” Yes, well, 
imagine that. 

But the reality is that the entertainment 
industry has issues with less and less all 
the time — at least in the sexual arena. 
And perhaps in a moment of startling clar- 
ity, Alyssa Rosenberg at the notoriously 
left-wing Think Progress touched on the 
reason why in a recent analysis of Woody 
Allen’s response to his daughter’s allega- 
tions. She wrote, “There have been men 
in left movements who have seen their in- 
volvement in those movements as a way 
to have as much sex as possible, who have 
supported thinking about sexual norms 
primarily as a way to build support for 
their own behavior, and have supported 
the sexual liberation of women primarily 
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Physician, heal thyself: While Hollywood has joined the media in attacking the Catholic Church 
over past child sex abuse, it continues to cover up rampant pedophilia within its own ranks. 
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because they’re interested in broadening 
the supply of their own potential partners.” 
Rosenberg then goes on to say, however, 
that this “doesn’t represent a consensus 
position of leftism or liberalism.” 

Actually, it does. 

Generally speaking, people aren’t ob- 
sessed with breaking down sexual norms 
unless they have trouble living up to those 
norms themselves. Can you imagine very 
many chaste and virginal young women 
protesting for abortion and free contracep- 
tion? That would be a real Fluke. The real- 
ity is that — like the man I knew who was 
unfaithful to his wife and one day blurted 
out, quite unexpectedly, “What’s wrong 
with sex?!” — people always give them- 
selves away. 

And leftists give themselves away with 
the regularity of a progressive politician 
giving away tax dollars, as they live lives 
of rationalization and justification. But it 
isn’t just a matter of justifying individual 
behaviors in isolation; attempting this in 
an absolutist universe of ideas would be 
like trying to keep ice cream frozen in an 
oven. For ceding Truth’s existence would 
encourage awareness of a standard that 
could condemn one’s own favored pas- 
sion, no matter his efforts to win a spe- 
cial dispensation for it. But what if Truth 
didn’t exist? Ah, hence the appeal of what 
lies at modern liberalism’s heart, moral 
relativism. For sins appear no sins upon 
redefining vice as viewpoint. Know, how- 
ever, that this is a package deal: One can- 
not rationally maintain that everything is 
relative but something absolute — even 
when that something is pedophilia. 

But there is nothing relative about 
Hollywood’s trail of tears. River Phoenix, 
Dana Plato, Bobby Driscoll, Brad Renfro, 
Jonathan Brandis, Bridgette Andersen, 
Ashleigh Aston Moore, Andrew Koenig, 
and many, many other actors have, like 
Corey Haim, died young and tormented. So 
is there a way to negotiate entertainment’s 
toxic culture? In his book, Feldman offers 
the following advice to parents of children 
in the industry: “Get these kids out of Hol- 
lywood and let them lead normal lives.” 

And with entertainment molesting 
minds through the TV screen as it does 
bodies behind the camera, getting kids out 
of Hollywood — and Hollywood out of 
their heads — is probably good advice for 
all of America. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


THE CASE FOR IMPEACHING BARACK OBAMA 


These authors list Obama’s offenses against the U.S. Constitution, and they make the case 
that Obama ignores U.S. law out of hand and is hugely deserving of impeachment. 
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INPEACHABL 


AARON KLEIN BRENDA ELLIOTT 


by Alex Newman 


Impeachable Offenses: The Case for 
Removing Barack Obama From Office, 
by Aaron Klein and Brenda Elliot, WND 
Books, 2013, 336 pages, hardcover. 


on the mind of many Americans in re- 
cent years. It has also been discussed 
by more than a few lawmakers, including 
Rep. Steve Stockman (R-Texas), who re- 
portedly delivered copies of Impeachable 
Offenses to every member of Congress. 
Indeed, almost any single one of the diz- 
zying array of abuses detailed in the book 
would seem to represent a solid case for 
removing Obama from office. Combined 
in one hard-hitting package, though, the 
authors present an unimpeachable argu- 
ment in favor of impeachment. 
Regular readers and subscribers of THE 
NEw AMERICAN magazine will be very fa- 


[orem Obama has certainly been 
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miliar with the anti-constitutional activities 
Obama has unleashed that are explored in 
the book, such as the Benghazi and “Fast 
and Furious” scandals. And sources for the 
book are meticulously documented in an 
extensive bibliography that makes the case 
especially compelling. 

Of course, the list of impeachable of- 
fenses outlined in the book is vast, but 
it could have been even longer. Several 
major scandals erupted after Impeach- 
able Offenses was published, and some 
mega-scandals didn’t receive the atten- 
tion they deserve. While it is discussed, 
for example, the administration’s claim 
that it has authority to murder Americans 
without charges, trial, or due process re- 
ceives but a fraction of the attention that 
it merits. The lawless foisting of Common 
Core “education” on America in violation 
of federal law and the Constitution is an- 
other point that could have been explored. 
Finally, the usurpation of power implied 
in the NDAA “indefinite detention” pro- 
visions is another crime that should have 
been highlighted in great detail, although 
Congress is admittedly complicit. 

TNA correspondent Joe Wolverton, 
an attorney, has even made the case that 
Obama could be detained indefinitely 
under the NDAA provisions for helping 
designated terrorist organizations in viola- 
tion of federal law. Knowingly providing 
assistance to terrorist groups and leaders 
from Syria to Libya would appear to go 
well beyond simply a crime worthy of im- 
peachment. When citizens perpetrate such 
crimes, long prison sentences are the norm. 


Multiple Cases of Malfeasance 

To their credit, the authors acknowledge 
on multiple occasions that many of the 
lawless activities and programs taking 
place now have their roots in the usur- 
pations of previous administrations — 
Democrat and Republican. Still, the book 
makes a solid case that virtually all of the 
anti-constitutional scheming has expanded 
under Obama’s reign. 


After the preface, the book starts off 
with a devastating indictment of the Ben- 
ghazi scandal, now sometimes referred to 
as “Benghazigate.” Exposing lies from 
the administration and the establishment 
press, Aaron Klein and Brenda Elliot sav- 
age the president from all angles: from 
deliberately and lawlessly creating the cir- 
cumstances that led to the deadly attack to 
trying to cover it up. 

The next devastating indictment of the 
administration comes in a chapter about 
the “Fast and Furious” program to arm 
Mexican drug cartels. Fast and Furious, 
the book shows, was used for, among 
other purposes, concocting bogus statistics 
about U.S. guns supposedly being used for 
crime in Mexico. The authors also high- 
light government documents showing that 
federal officials were conspiring to use 
murders perpetrated with Fast and Furi- 
ous guns to advance gun-control schemes. 

The chapter on gun-running also high- 
lights Attorney General Eric Holder’s 
repeated lies under oath about the deadly 
scheme, as well as Obama’s own lying. 
The coverup continues even after Holder 
was held in contempt of Congress. While 
acknowledging that Project Gun Runner 
schemes originally began under President 
George W. Bush, the book shows that it 
was radically expanded under Obama. It 
also describes in horrifying detail some of 
the administration’s unilateral “executive” 
assaults on gun rights and lawless efforts to 
expand the number of Americans stripped 
of their right to keep and bear arms as pro- 
tected by the Second Amendment. 

On immigration reform, the book details 
Obama’s unconstitutional refusal to en- 
force the law — de facto amnesty, in other 
words. The authors provide evidence that 
the scheming, apparently intended to ensure 
Democrat rule in perpetuity, was actually 
the president’s handiwork, too. A significant 
section of the book is devoted to the admin- 
istration’s decisions to continually release 
criminal and even violent illegal immigrants 
from detention under various pretexts. 
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Fast and Furious, the book shows, 
was used for, among other purposes, 


concocting bogus statistics about U.S. guns 
supposedly being used for crime in Mexico. 


The president’s cozy relationship with 
anti-American Islamists features promi- 
nently in several sections. “Since assum- 
ing office, President Obama has weak- 
ened the United States, both at home and 
abroad, by bolstering our foes, implying 
his support of a Muslim Brotherhood rev- 
olution, snubbing our allies, and playing 
down the very real threat of Islamic fun- 
damentalism,” the authors write, offering 
an in-depth look at the Brotherhood and its 
myriad links to the administration — there 
are at least several known Brotherhood 
operatives serving in the administration, 
including in policymaking roles at DHS. 
“Obama aided the rise to power of major 
enemies of Western civilization.” 

Also on the list of potentially impeach- 
able crimes are Obama’s “green” scams, 
which served mostly to squander taxpayer 
funds while enriching cronies. The presi- 
dent, the authors write, “has yet to be held 
accountable for the rank corruption, cro- 
nyism, and possible impeachable offenses 
related to his first-term green energy fund- 
ing adventures using our taxpayer dollars.” 

The authors also delve into the law- 
less surveillance regime erected under the 
Bush administration and “expanded expo- 


nentially and at times possi- 
bly illegally under Obama.” 


Socialist Surveillance 

and Scheming 

Detailed as well is the increas- 
ingly Orwellian effort to have 
citizens report each other to 
authorities, including a plan 
hatched over a decade ago to turn millions 
of Americans into citizen-snitches. “If this 
sounds like shades of the Cold War-era So- 
viet Union, it is,” the authors write, point- 
ing to similar schemes currently being used 
by the Obama administration such as Janet 
“Big Sis” Napolitano’s “If you see some- 
thing, say something” campaign. Monitor- 
ing of Internet use and social networks is 
also commonplace, the book documents. 

Perhaps one of the most alarming sec- 
tions of the entire book deals with Home- 
land Security and its ongoing erection of 
a police state. The authors describe it as 
“the creation of a virtual domestic army, 
a federal power grab that could alter the 
balance of power while placing enormous, 
unconstitutional authority in the executive 
branch.” Key among those efforts is the 
federal plot to commandeer state and local 
law enforcement, including through the 
use of so-called “fusion centers.” 

A chapter dedicated to exposing “the 
drone nation” highlights a broad array of 
issues. With the Obama administration’s 
“hunter-killer” aerial machines now in use 
domestically and abroad, the book makes 
an excellent case that the machinations are 
out of control. 
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Homeland Security-funded “fusion centers” are just one of the tools being exploited by Obama 
to commandeer state and local law enforcement in violation of the Constitution. 
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The possibilities for unconstitutional 
and deadly abuses are almost endless. 
Officials have openly discussed handing 
control over domestic drones to the mili- 
tary if a “need” arises. Abroad, the book 
documents, the Obama administration has 
developed a system whereby it unilater- 
ally chooses whom to murder, sometimes 
without even knowing the identities of its 
victims. Thousands have been murdered 
already, including U.S. citizens. 

Of course, no book on Obama’s reign of 
lawlessness would be complete without a 
discussion of ObamaCare, and Jmpeach- 
able Offenses does not disappoint. Noting 
that the administration and its allies have 
tried to claim the dubious Supreme Court 
ruling shows the scheme is constitutional, 
the authors show it is not — and more. 
Among other major concerns, the authors 
also point out that the administration con- 
tinues to lawlessly rewrite the statute. 

The last chapter deals with the “anti- 
war” president’s anti-constitutional war in 
Libya, waged on behalf of jihadist rebels 
without any sort of authorization from 
Congress. The book makes a powerful 
case — even citing Obama’s own words 
prior to becoming president — that it was 
a criminal act, not to mention spectacu- 
larly unwise. Among the most troubling 
arguments in the entire book is found in 
this section: The U.S. government has es- 
sentially transferred some of its legitimate 
authorities to the United Nations and other 
supranational bodies such as NATO. The 
obscure globalist doctrine cited to justify 
the criminal war — the so-called “Respon- 
sibility to Protect,” or R2P — also features 
prominently. 

“Our work clearly shows that President 
Obama is deeply and fundamentally sub- 
verting the United States Constitution and 
the powers of his office,” the authors con- 
clude. “An informed and aroused Ameri- 
can public still has a chance to undo the 
progressive nightmare that has gone be- 
yond the legitimate democratic process. 
And a scandalized Congress still has the 
ability to challenge Barack Obama’s right 
to misgovern these United States.” 

The book, a good read, makes a solid 
case that President Obama should be im- 
peached. Whether Congress will do its 
duty after failing to act so spectacularly 
in the past — not to mention enabling the 
crimes — remains to be seen. 
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Good Will 


An employee at Goodwill has proven him- 
self to be an honest man. 

In January, as Tyler Gedelian was organ- 
izing clothing donations that were brought 
into his store in Detroit, he noticed a large 
sum of money in one of the pockets. 

“You might find 25 cents or a dollar 
here and there in a pair of jeans or some- 
thing, but nothing like that!” the 29-year- 
old told WWJ Newsradio 950’s Sandra 
McNeil. “I didn’t even really count it. I 
saw the bundles and they were bundles of 
hundred dollars and they were from the 
bank, so I assumed they were thousand- 
dollar bundles.” 

The bundles, in fact, added up to 
$43,000, with some of the bills dating as 
far back as the 1930s. 

He told Fox News’ Fox & Friends, 


I couldn’t believe it. I was aston- 
ished, I just froze and I was imme- 
diately nervous because I’m like, 
“Somebody is looking for this or 
don’t know it’s gone. And I’ve got 
somebody’s savings here that doesn’t 
even know it.” 


According to Gedelian, he never once 
considered keeping the money upon dis- 
covering the bright blue envelope. He im- 
mediately called the police, who tracked 
down the owner. He explained, “My bills 
are being paid, but $43,000? I think any- 
body could use that amount of money,” 
Gedelian said. “I mean, kids’ college fund, 
you know, retirement, investments.... I 
could do a lot with that.” Still, Gedelian 
said, “As soon as I found it I was like, 
‘This isn’t mine.... We’ ve got to get it back 
to the owner.’” 

According to Gedelian, his biggest con- 
cer was seeing to it that the money was 
returned to its “rightful owner.” “I was so 
nervous having so much of someone else’s 
money,” he said. 

CBS Local News Detroit reported that 
the man who donated the clothes did so after 
cleaning out an elderly relative’s closet and 
was unaware that there might be any money 
in the pockets. 

The man who made the donation wishes 
to remain unidentified. He added, howev- 
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er, “I am really proud of those people at 
Goodwill. It makes me feel good there are 
people out there like that, especially in this 
day and age.” 


Sisterly Sacrifice 


Olympic athlete Tracy Barnes truly ex- 
emplified sacrifice when she gave up her 
Olympic spot to her twin sister. National 
Public Radio (NPR) reported, “She sur- 
rendered her spot to her twin, Lanny. The 
31-year-old sisters compete in biathlon, 
the sport that combines cross-country ski- 
ing and shooting. Both competed in the 
2006 Winter Olympics, and Lanny com- 
peted in 2010 as well.” 

When Lanny grew ill during selection 
races, she finished in sixth place, costing 
her any hope of qualifying. Tracy, how- 
ever, qualified when she finished in fifth 
place. 

After the announcement of the U.S. bi- 
athlon team in early January, the sisters 
went on a hike, and Tracy informed her sis- 
ter that she would be giving up her spot to 
Lanny. Tracy believed her sister had a better 
year and deserved it more. 

The sisters appeared on NPR’s A// 
Things Considered, where they discussed 
Tracy’s decision and Lanny’s astounded 
reaction. Tracy explained, “I think of it as 
just transferring it. I’m still in a way going 
to Sochi, it’s just I’m going through her.... 
I definitely would like the opportunity to 
go. There’s no greater honor than repre- 
senting your country in the Olympics, but 
giving her that opportunity far outweighs 
going myself.” The sisters have trained to- 
gether for the last 15 years. 

“Lanny is my best friend and my team- 
mate,” Tracy said in the statement by the 
U.S. team. “I see how hard she works on a 
daily basis, so I know firsthand that she is 
deserving of a spot on the Olympic Team. 
If I can be the one to give her that oppor- 
tunity, then that is an honor and a sacrifice 
that I am willing to make.” 

Lanny was understandably shocked and 
touched by her sister’s incredible generos- 
ity. “For her to do something like this, it 
gives me a lot more confidence in myself 
and in knowing that I can do it,” she said. 

In a surprise to both sisters, Tracy’s gun 
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sponsor, Advanced Technology Interna- 
tional, flew her to Sochi hours before Lanny 
competed so that she could be at the event. 

Lanny ended up taking 64th place, out of 
84 skiers. 


Band Pays Funeral Costs 


Country music group The Band Perry has 
offered to pay the funeral costs for eight 
children and their mother, who perished in 
a tragic fire in Muhlenberg County, Ken- 
tucky, on January 30. 

LaRae Watson, 35, and her children, 
whose ages range from four to 15, all died 
in their single-story home after an electric 
baseboard heater ignited. Watson’s hus- 
band, Chad, and their daughter Kylie, 11, 
were the only survivors. 

The Watson family created a Watson 
Family Fundraiser page on Facebook, 
where they’ve thanked the community for 
their prayers. 

The publicist for The Band Perry ap- 
proached the family about paying for the 
funeral after learning of the devastating 
tragedy. “But they didn’t want any public- 
ity,” one member of the family told the LA 
Times. “They are a humble, Christian band 
and they just heard about the fire on the 
news and wanted to help.” 

Eventually, the band’s publicist, Brian 
Bumbery, confirmed the offer to CNN. 

Fans of The Band Perry and friends and 
family of the Watsons are overwhelmed by 
the generosity of the country music group. 
They posted words of thanks on the Wat- 
son family’s fundraising Facebook page. 
“Thank you for all you are doing to help the 
family in Muhlenburg County fire victims. 
You are truly a blessing,” one person wrote. 

“Giving hope instills hope,” another 
wrote. “Thank you for making all of us 
better with your generosity.” 

A vigil was held at the Calvary Bap- 
tist Church in Central City, Kentucky, to 
honor the victims of the fire. According to 
family members, over 350 people were in 
attendance. 

The family has also accepted a number 
of donations made through the First Na- 
tional Bank of Muhlenberg County and 
PayPal. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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50 Years Later — 


The Gulf of Tonkin incident, in which it was claimed two 
American ships were attacked on the open seas, caused the 
United States to enter the Vietnam War. But it was fiction. 


by John White 


“Old men lie and young men die.”’ 
— A saying among soldiers 


T: U.S. war in Vietnam essentially 
began on August 4, 1964 when North 
Vietnam made an unprovoked tor- 
pedo boat attack upon two Navy ships, the 
destroyers USS Maddox and USS Turner 
Joy, while they were steaming peacefully 
on the high seas in the Gulf of Tonkin. At 
least, that is what President Lyndon John- 
son reported to Congress the next day. 

Although there was a U.S. military pres- 
ence in Vietnam before then, the soldiers 
were called military advisors. The August 4 
attack reported by Johnson led to congres- 
sional action that allowed him (and, later, 
President Richard Nixon) to escalate our 
military presence enormously and to wage 
full-scale war not only in Vietnam but also 
covertly across Southeast Asia. That action 
was the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution, passed 
on August 7, 1964. It stated: 


Whereas naval units of the Communist 
regime in Vietnam, in violation of the 


John White has published 17 books and numerous ar- 
ticles. This article is drawn from his recent book The 
Gulf of Tonkin Events — Fifty Years Later. 
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principles of the Charter of the United 
Nations and of international law, have 
deliberately and repeatedly attacked 
United States naval vessels ... and 
Whereas these attacks are part of a 
deliberate and systematic campaign of 
aggression ... and Whereas the United 
States is assisting the peoples of south- 
east Asia to protect their freedom and 
has no territorial, military or political 
ambitions in that area ... Now, there- 
fore, be it Resolved by the Senate and 
the House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress 
assembled, that the Congress approves 
and supports the determination of the 
President, as Commander in Chief, to 
take all necessary measures to repel 
any armed attack against the forces of 
the United States and to prevent fur- 
ther aggression. 


It is important to note that the Gulf of 
Tonkin Resolution was predicated on the 
August 4 attack, not an earlier attack that 
took place. There had been an attack on 
the Maddox on August 2, which North 
Vietnam acknowledged. But on that date, 
the Maddox was conducting spying elec- 
tronic countermeasure studies on North 
Vietnam’s radar system for coastal de- 
fense, and its tactics involved going close 
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to shore — several miles inside the ter- 
ritorial limit claimed by North Vietnam 
— to provoke and capture the electronic 
signals. Simply put, the North Vietnamese 
repelled an act of aggression on the part of 
the United States. In response to Ameri- 
can incursions, several North Vietnamese 
torpedo boats launched several torpedoes, 
which the Maddox dodged. The torpedo 
boats were repelled by the Maddox's gun- 
fire and by fighters from the aircraft car- 
rier Ticonderoga. 

However, accusations leveled against 
North Vietnam stating that it attacked U.S. 
Navy ships in international waters two 
days later were strongly denied by North 
Vietnam, which claimed that the United 
States was using that claim as a pretext to 
go to war. What really happened on Au- 
gust 4, 1964? Did President Johnson re- 
port the truth to Congress? 

The answer: No, it was a lie. There was 
no August 4 attack, and in fact, Defense 
Department planning for war had begun 
weeks, even months, earlier. 

I know it was a false-flag operation 
from personal experience. 


My Place in the Puzzle 

Among the many books written about the 
Vietnam War, half a dozen note a 1967 
letter to the editor, published by a Con- 
necticut newspaper, that was instrumental 
in pressing the Johnson administration to 
tell the truth about how the war was start- 
ed. The letter was mine. On the 50th an- 
niversary of the Tonkin events, this is an 
account of my role and its aftermath. 
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Though I was not on either of the ships 
that were supposedly attacked by the 
North Vietnamese on August 4, giving me 
firsthand knowledge of events, as a Navy 
officer, I was privy to classified Navy 
communications, and I happened to be in 
the right place at the right time to find out 
what happened. 

I was the nuclear weapons officer on the 
USS Pine Island. The Pine Island, which 
had been in Japan at the time of the claimed 
August 4 attack, was the first ship to enter 
the war zone from outside, although sev- 
eral other U.S. naval ships besides Mad- 
dox and Turner Joy were already there. My 
ship anchored in Danang Harbor in mid- 
August 1964, and stayed there for about 
two weeks. I had responsibility for 20-plus 
atomic depth bombs (technically known 
as Mark 101 Lulus) in the ship’s nuclear 
weapons storage area. Our mission was to 
provide naval operations support and, if 
ordered, to load those atomic depth bombs 
onto seaplanes whose targets would be 
enemy submarines. 

En route to Vietnam, I had occasion to 
read the classified messages sent from the 
Maddox to higher command on the night 
of the claimed August 4 attack. At first 
they said the ships were maneuvering at 
high speed to avoid numerous torpedoes. 
Then about two hours after the start of the 
incident, a message said, in effect, “Oops! 
Looks like our sonar was malfunctioning 
and the torpedoes were really false images 
on the scope.” 

Some months later, while in the Long 
Beach Naval Shipyard, I happened to meet 
the chief sonarman of what I later recalled 
as the Maddox, although I did not re- 
member his name. As we walked together 
toward the main gate to catch a bus, we 
“talked shop.” I asked him what happened 
during the August 4 incident, and he said 
the torpedoes were actually large under- 
water swirls of water created by the ship’s 
rudder being moved at high speed, creat- 
ing an underwater effect which produces a 
sonar image appearing to be a solid object. 
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Bombs away: Almost immediately after the claimed attack on U.S. ships in the Tonkin Gulf, the 
United States attacked key positions in North Vietnam. Though the planning for such attacks 
would have taken weeks, the Lyndon Johnson administration portrayed itself as innocent. 


While I was in Vietnam, I’d felt the 
United States was right to be there, de- 
fending “democracy” against commu- 
nism. But after leaving naval service in 
June 1965, I began to have doubts as I 
learned disturbing things about the design 
and aim of U.S. foreign policy (see, for 
instance, Laurence H. Shoup and William 
Minter’s 1977 Imperial Brain Trust: The 
Council on Foreign Relations and United 
States Foreign Policy). 

In time I came to feel that I’d been 
conned by America’s leaders and that 
America had no moral right to be in Viet- 
nam. Moreover, the war itself looked to 
me to be more and more unwinnable by 
America. As the body count mounted, I 
became active in the anti-war movement 
as a member of Vietnam Veterans Against 
the War. I didn’t march in the streets car- 
rying a placard, but I did sign an ad by 
VVAW that was published in The New Re- 
public with the names of several hundred 
Vietnam vets, including mine. 

Although I felt the ad wouldn’t bring 
the war to a conclusion, I was unsure of 
what else I might do. Then in November 
1967, I heard Senator Wayne Morse (D- 
Ore.) say on the evening news that Presi- 
dent Johnson was replacing the Constitu- 
tion with the Gulf of Tonkin 
Resolution. Morse’s remark 
dissolved my perplexity and 
crystallized something deep 
within me. Because of his 
comment, I thought I could 
help the anti-war effort and 
my country by undercutting 


the basis on which the war was conducted 
— namely, the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution. 

I knew the resolution was based on false 
information. So after several weeks’ anx- 
ious reflection on the situation — wonder- 
ing “Will I get fired from my teaching job?” 
and “Will I hear a knock on the door from 
the FBI?” — I wrote my letter to the editor. 

In late November 1967, I sent it to my 
local newspaper, the New Haven [Connect- 
icut] Register, accusing President Johnson, 
Defense Secretary Robert McNamara, and 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff of giving false in- 
formation to Congress in their report about 
American destroyers being attacked in the 
Gulf of Tonkin on August 4, 1964. My 
letter appeared on December 6, 1967. I 
identified myself as a former naval offi- 
cer aboard the seaplane tender USS Pine 
Island, and said I based my charge upon 
classified radio messages and a conversa- 
tion with the sonarman on the Maddox on 
the night of the claimed attack. 

Those two sources were in agreement 
that the ships had not been attacked on Au- 
gust 4. I wrote about the incident: 


I recall clearly the confusing radio 
messages sent at that time by the 
destroyers — confusing because 
the destroyers themselves were not 
certain they were being attacked. 
Granted that some North Vietnam- 
ese motor torpedo boats were in the 
area and used harassing maneuvers, 
the question is this: Did they actu- 
ally fire shells or torpedoes at U.S. 
warships? The answer is no. 
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I learned this by speaking with the 
chief sonarman of the Maddox who 
was in the sonar room during the 
“attack.” He told me that his evalu- 
ation of the sonar scope picture was 
negative, meaning that no torpedoes 
were fired through the water, at the 
ship or otherwise. And he also said 
that he consistently reported this to 
the commanding officer during the 
“attack.” My naval experience as an 
antisubmarine warfare officer makes 
it clear that a chief sonarman’s judg- 
ment in such a situation is more reli- 
able than that of anyone else on the 
ship, including the commanding of- 
ficer. No one is in a better position 
to know than the chief, and in this 
case his judgment was that there was 
no attack. 

Yet the Pentagon reported to the 
President that North Vietnam had at- 
tacked us. 


My letter got worldwide attention. I was cov- 
ered by wire services, the New York Times, 
the Washington Post, CBS Evening News, 
and TV crews from Japan and the Nether- 
lands. I was also covered by local media and 
interviewed by radio shows across the coun- 
try and for a documentary film, Jn the Year 
of the Pig. Even the Soviet Military Review 
got into the act, saying I had “confessed” to 


a frame-up in Vietnam. The letter became, 
in the words of one book about the Tonkin 
Gulf events, “a national sensation.” Make 
that “international.” 

Though my letter helped Senator J. Wil- 
liam Fulbright (D-Ark.) launch the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee into a full- 
scale investigation of the Tonkin events, 
my veracity was questioned repeatedly, as 
were my sanity and patriotism. 

My problem lay in the fact that the radio 
messages sent by the Maddox and Turner 
Joy were classified and therefore not pub- 
licly disclosed in full, and the fact that 
neither the U.S. military nor the executive 
branch wanted the truth to come out. 

Evidence of government’s reticence to 
disclose the truth was made apparent dur- 
ing the Senate hearings when the govern- 
ment did not produce the chief sonarman 
from the Turner Joy. A thorough investi- 
gation would have produced every sonar- 
man on both ships — a mere handful of 
people — for an official inquiry. As well, 
there was no reason, other than coverup, to 
not make available to the Senate investiga- 
tion all of the radio transmissions made by 
the ships about the incident. 

In the aftermath of writing the letter, I 
was personally vilified. As the political 
scene heated up owing to the Senate in- 
vestigation, an editorial entitled “Is John 
White’s Sonarman Listening?” appeared 


conflict that resulted in more than 58,000 dead and 303,000 wounded Americans. 
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in the Register. It said, “If this mysterious 
chief sonarman does indeed exist, surely he 
would have come forward or had been pro- 
duced by now. We’re certain that even if the 
Navy wanted to, it couldn’t keep such a key 
witness concealed.... We wonder whether 
White even wants to believe the destroy- 
ers were attacked when he remarks, ‘I think 
that an admission by North Vietnam would 
be the most conclusive evidence [that an at- 
tack took place].’ The title for ‘most naive 
man’ has another strong contender.” 

The matter — and my public shaming 
— rested there for two decades. Then vali- 
dation happened. 


Unraveling the Mystery 
In 1987, I located the missing chief sonar- 
man. He is Joseph E. Schaperjahn, then 
retired and living in Richmond, Virginia. 
I found Chief Schaperjahn thanks to Vice 
Admiral James B. Stockdale, coauthor with 
his wife, Sybil, of a 1984 book, Jn Love and 
War, which was dramatized on television 
in 1987. At the time of the Tonkin events, 
Stockdale was a fighter pilot on the aircraft 
carrier Oriskany; he flew air defense for 
the destroyers Maddox and Turner Joy on 
the night of August 4, 1964. He was later 
shot down, held as a POW for nearly eight 
years, and served as commanding officer of 
the POWs at Hoa-Lo Prison in Hanoi. (The 
prison, now destroyed, is better known as 
the infamous Hanoi Hilton.) For his heroic 
action there, Stockdale was awarded the 
Medal of Honor. As I watched Stockdale’s 
story unfold on television, I was struck by 
his statement about not seeing any torpedo 
boats that night. Here is how he put it in his 
book as he described his debriefing after 
returning to the carrier: 


“Did you see any boats?” 

“Not a one. No boats, no boat 
wakes, no ricochets off boats, no boat 
gunfire, no torpedo wakes — noth- 
ing but black sea and American fire- 
power. But for goodness’ sake, I must 
be going crazy. How could all of that 
commotion have built up out there 
without something being behind it?” 

“Have a look at this. This is what 
Herrick, the commodore on the Mad- 
dox, has been putting out, flash pre- 
cedence, plain language to Washing- 
ton and the world in general tonight.” 

I was handed a few sheets of a 
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mply, the Navy Department kept 


mplete’ list the sonarman I 


oken to, and never pointed out 


clearly known to it — that I'd 


tified Schaperjahn's ship. 


rough communications log — on 
which were transcribed all the mes- 
sages from the Maddox since I had left 
the ship.... The document as a whole 
read like a monologue of a man turn- 
ing himself inside out. For the first 
hour or so, it was all assertive.... Then 
every so often a message of doubt, 
a message expressing reservations, 
would pop up — about sonars not 
operating properly, about radars not 
locking on targets, about probable 
false targets, about false perceptions 
due to lack of visibility. But 
still, it mainly reflected the tone 
of victimized vessels being at- 
tacked — that is, until I got to 
the last page and a half; then, as 
I read down them, everything 
seemed to flip around. There 
was denial of the correctness 
of immediately preceding mes- 
sages, doubt about the validity 
of whole blocks of messages, 
ever more skeptical appraisal of 
detection equipment’s perfor- 
mance, the mention of overea- 
ger sonar operators, the lack of 
any visual sightings of boats by 
the destroyers, and finally there 
were lines expressing doubt 
that there had been any boats 
out there that night at all. The 
commodore urged a complete 
evaluation of the mixup before 
any further action be taken. 


After watching the program, I 
wrote to Stockdale. A few weeks 
later, to my surprise, he called 
me. “I think I know where you 
can find your sonarman,” he 
said, and pointed to a passage in 
Eugene Windchy’s 1971 book, 
Tonkin Gulf. In fact, there were 
several references to Schaperjahn, 
identifying him as chief sonarman 
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of the Turner Joy — not the 
Maddox, as I had incorrectly 
recalled — and noting his 
evaluation of the situation 
that night. 

I called Schaperjahn, with 
the gratifying result of con- 
firming, after 20 years, that 
I hadn’t been substantially 
wrong and that those who 
thought I was lying would finally face 
the full truth. Schaperjahn had not spoken 
publicly about any of that night’s happen- 
ings, except for his comments to Windchy, 
who had sleuthed him out in 1970. 

It became clear why “John White’s so- 
narman” was never found. It hinged on 
the fact that I made a simple mistake by 
saying he was on the Maddox when he 
was actually on the Turner Joy. That error 
was owing to faulty memory, nearly three 
years after my brief chance encounter with 
him in the Long Beach Naval Shipyard in 
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Pilot’s-eye view: James Stockdale, later a vice admiral, flew cover 
for U.S. ships on the night that North Vietnam supposedly attacked 
them. Stockdale couldn’t find a trace of an enemy that night. 


March 1965, after we’d returned from 
WestPac duty. Although the complete list 
of crew members on the two ships was re- 
quested by the Senate investigators, after 
the hearings reporter Joseph C. Goulden 
discovered that eight sonarmen were miss- 
ing from the “complete” list. In his 1969 
book Truth Is the First Casualty, Goulden 
commented that this incident “is indica- 
tive of the enthusiasm the Pentagon has 
for inquiries into the Tonkin episode.” Put 
simply, the Navy Department kept off its 
“complete” list the sonarman I had spoken 
to, and never pointed out the fact — clear- 
ly known to it — that I’'d misidentified 
Schaperjahn’s ship. 

In a telephone conversation, Schaper- 
jahn confirmed that he was the man with 
whom I had spoken. He also reiterated 
that he informed his commanding officer 
during the Tonkin events that there were 
no torpedoes being fired at the ships, and 
that the images on the sonar scope were 
“knuckles” in the water, large 
subsurface swirls formed by the 
violent motion of a ship’s rudder 
at high speed that give a sonar 
return that appears as a solid 
object. And, most important, 
he said he was told during the 
event that the ship’s commander 
didn’t want to hear his negative 
reports; the same thing was said 
to him in a debriefing afterward 
in the Philippines. That left him, 
he said, with the uneasy feel- 
ing there may have been a type 
of script from higher authority 
played out that night in the Gulf 
of Tonkin to give the semblance 
of unprovoked attack. (Making 
the night’s incident even more 
suspicious is the fact that the 
United States retaliated almost 
instantly for the alleged attack 
by flying sorties against North 
Vietnamese vessels and military 
sites. Johnson reported those at- 
tacks to America on television on 
August 5. The operation would 
have taken weeks of planning.) 


Coverup and Conspiracy? 

In our recorded conversa- 
tion, Schaperjahn told me that 
when the Senate investigation 
got under way, he was in the 
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Clear then or now? After Vietnam-era Defense Secretary Robert McNamara met Vietnam’s retired military strategist General Vo Niger Guat in 1995, 
McNamara said that he definitively believed that North Vietnam had not illicitly attacked U.S. ships in the Tonkin Gulf, as was claimed by him in 1964. 


Portsmouth, Virginia, Naval Hospital. An 
admiral called him from the Pentagon to 
ask whether he knew me. Schaperjahn’s 
recollection of my name was not clear at 
the time, so he answered “no.” That closed 
the conversation, but he was left with the 
distinct feeling that if he’d said yes, there 
would have been a lot of flak coming at 
him. Later on, he realized he did indeed 
know me because of our brief meeting, 
but by then the investigation was over. The 
Defense Department had used a cloak of 
silence about my error in naming Schaper- 
jahn’s ship to stonewall the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee and, apparently, the 
admiral wanted to be sure there would be 
no corroboration by Schaperjahn in expos- 
ing the coverup. 

To reinforce that cloak of silence, 
Schaperjahn was immediately transferred 
to a ship in the Black Sea and was vir- 
tually incommunicado during the Gulf 
of Tonkin hearings. At the time, he was 
just two months short of retirement. It is 
customary for such a senior person with 
so little time left in service to be stationed 
ashore prior to discharge. Schaperjahn’s 
urgent reassignment was totally out of the 
ordinary and later led him to think that it 
was directly connected to the Senate For- 
eign Relations Committee’s search for 
John White’s missing sonarman. 

The testimonies of Stockdale and 
Schaperjahn should be sufficient to show 
that the August 1964 “attack” was a hoax 
intended to plunge the United States into 
the Vietnam War, but there is additional 
evidence. 
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The now-declassified radio messages 
by the destroyers were made public in 
1987. Captain John Herrick, commo- 
dore of the two-ship patrol, radioed this 
message to the commander in chief of 
the Pacific at 12:30 a.m. on August 5, 
1964: “Review of action makes many 
reported contacts and torpedoes fired ap- 
pear doubtful.” He also stated, “It was the 
echo of our outgoing sonar beam hitting 
the rudders, which were then full over, and 
reflected back into the receiver. Most of 
the Maddox’, if not all of the Maddox’, 
reports were probably false.” 

And North Vietnam, even after winning 
the war, has always strongly denied ever 
firing torpedoes at the destroyers. When 
former Vietnam-era Defense Secretary 
Robert S. McNamara met Vietnam’s re- 
tired military strategist and war hero, 
85-year-old General Vo Nguyen Giap 
in 1995, he asked him what really hap- 
pened in the Gulf of Tonkin on August 4, 
1964. Giap replied, “Absolutely nothing.” 
In a follow-up interview with the Wash- 
ington Post, McNamara said he was now 
absolutely sure the August 4 attack never 
happened. But it was precisely that non- 
event that McNamara reported as fact to 
President Johnson, who in turn reported it 
to Congress, deceiving it into passing the 
Gulf of Tonkin Resolution. 

Twenty years after I’d come forward, 
with more than a bit of apprehension 
about being charged with treason for re- 
vealing secret information, I was pleased 
to have my story completed and to feel 
“cleared” of the “crime” of speaking out 


against what I saw as governmental decep- 
tion. That deception was real and, as we 
now know, ultimately led to the tragic loss 
of more than 58,000 Americans, spending 
billions of dollars on materiel, and nation- 
al disunity at home. 

It was far worse for Vietnam and south- 
east Asia, of course, where the destruction 
was enormous and the death toll ran into 
the millions — many of those deaths were 
committed by the North Vietnamese and 
Viet Cong against their own people. 

It is the duty of soldiers to follow or- 
ders, not to question the mission they’re 
sent on by their government. But in a self- 
governing republic such as ours, it is the 
duty of citizens to inspect, question, and, if 
need be, challenge the missions on which 
government sends soldiers into action, es- 
pecially where the commitment of Ameri- 
can lives is involved. 

Americans have learned the hard way 
that the U.S. government sometimes sac- 
rifices American Gls for worthless causes 
such as “nation building” in Haiti and 
Serbia, and “pacification” in Mogadishu 
and Kosovo, where there is no threat to 
our national security but a lot of power 
and wealth to be gained by what President 
Eisenhower called the military-industrial 
complex. (Today it is the military-industri- 
al-intelligence-financial complex.) 

We the people are the owners of the 
country and the masters of the govern- 
ment, and if one has to take some heat for 
uncloaking scoundrels who wrap them- 
selves in the flag to justify their illegal, 
immoral actions, so be it. Hi 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Persistence Doesn’t 
Always Pay Off 


The Tampa Bay Times reported that on 
January 21, Matt and Bobbi Lynn Morgan, 
homeowners in Hernando County, Florida, 
saw two thieves dressed in camouflage 
helping themselves to items on their front 
porch, including sneakers and a duffel bag. 
One man, armed with a knife, tried to open 
their front door. Matt got his gun, and the 
two men fled on foot as soon as they saw 
that the homeowner was armed. One sus- 
pect, Timothy David Stone, was arrested 
nearby while wearing the stolen sneakers, 
but the other suspect, Johnathan Braden, 
managed to evade the authorities. 

After this near miss with the police, 
Braden robbed another house less than 
a mile away in Citrus County, Florida. 
Theron Dunn, a 37-year-old resident of the 
second property allegedly burglarized by 
Braden that day, lives in an apartment on 
the same land as his parents’ home. He was 
at home when he heard the sound of break- 
ing glass at his parents’ house. He grabbed 
his gun and followed the sound. When he 
investigated, he discovered Braden in his 
parents’ house, and the intruder was now 
also armed with a gun he had found in the 
home, according to Citrus County Sher- 
iff’s Office media relations coordinator 
Heather Yates. Dunn convinced the sus- 
pect to put down the weapon and leave the 
property, but even when unarmed, Braden 
apparently was unwilling to leave without 
a fight. The suspect was about to leave, 
and then allegedly punched Dunn in the 
face and began to choke him. At that point, 
Dunn fatally shot his attacker. 

According to deputies, Dunn did not 
have a landline or a cellphone, and was 
therefore unable to dial 911 for help. So, he 
reached out for help the best way he could 
think of — via social media. “He ran and 
got some sort of device and posted a mes- 
sage on Facebook saying, ‘I need help’,” 
Yates said. Someone saw Dunn’s plea for 
help on Facebook and called 911, alerting 
authorities to the situation. According to 
Yates, “This is the first time we’ve ever 
received a 911 call as a result of someone 
posting on Facebook.” “All indications are 
that this was self-defense,” said Yates. 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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Another Burglar Backfire 


The Olympian reported that a 63-year-old 
man from Thurston County, Washington, 
and his wife entered their home at 9:15 
p.m. on January 21 and heard suspicious 
noises coming from the second floor of 
the house. The man armed himself with 
a handgun and ascended the stairs to in- 
vestigate, according to Thurston County 
Sheriff’s Lt. Greg Elwin. 

The homeowner told authorities that 
he advised the intruder to put his hands 
in the air and surrender peacefully, but 
the 27-year-old burglary suspect had 
another plan. Instead of giving himself 
up, the intruder physically attacked the 
armed homeowner. The victim fired one 
shot, which struck the suspect in the 
thigh. “The suspect is the one that esca- 
lated the incident beyond what initially 
started,” said Thurston County Sheriff’s 
Sgt. Ken Clark. 

When the police arrived, they deter- 
mined that the suspect had been attempting 
to steal various items from the homeown- 
ers. According to Clark, when the alleged 
burglar was shot, he had on his person 
“Jewelry and stuff like that” that belonged 
to the victims. The suspect’s injuries are 
not life-threatening. The homeowner, while 
emotionally shaken, is not under investiga- 
tion for the shooting and is not expected to 
be charged, as he acted in self-defense. 


Breaking and Bashing 


In Wichita, Kansas, a 35-year-old man was 
awakened by unusual noises in his home 
at approximately 3:45 a.m. on February 3, 
according to the Wichita Eagle. Police say 
that he opened his bedroom door and found 
a strange man in the house. According to 
the victim, no words were exchanged be- 
fore the intruder attacked the resident and 
a physical altercation ensued. The victim 
managed to grab a gun and fired multiple 
shots at his attacker, fatally wounding 
him. After the victim called the authori- 
ties, he went outside and sat on the curb 
to wait for police, rather than stay in the 
house with the suspect. Wichita police Lt. 
Todd Ojile reported that there were “signs 
of disturbance” in the house, along with 
the wounded suspect, a 45-year-old man, 


who was transported to a nearby hospital, 
where he was pronounced dead. “There’s 
no sign at this point that he was armed,” 
Ojile said of the alleged intruder. It has not 
yet been determined whether any charges 
will be filed in the case. 


Quick-thinking Victim 
ClickonDetroit.com reported that in 
Bloomfield Township, Michigan, on Feb- 
ruary 3, two men allegedly forced their 
way into an apartment at about 9:30 p.m. 
and demanded that the resident give them 
money. The astute resident told the sus- 
pects that his money was in the bedroom, 
and one of the alleged burglars accompa- 
nied him to retrieve it. Once in the bed- 
room, the victim got his gun and defended 
himself. After a physical struggle, the vic- 
tim fired shots, and both intruders left the 
apartment. The resident chased after the 
suspects and fired one additional shot as 
they fled the scene. One of the suspects, 
a 21-year-old man, was arrested after he 
turned up at a local hospital with a gunshot 
wound in his hand. The other suspect, also 
believed to be a man in his 20s, has not 
been found. 


Self-reliant Teen 


Fox21.com reported that in Pueblo, Colo- 
rado, a 14-year-old boy survived a terrify- 
ing situation on January 15. The boy told 
police that at approximately 3:30 p.m., he 
heard noises in his home, so he got a hand- 
gun and went to investigate. The boy saw 
three adult males in his house and fired 
the gun at them, causing all three intrud- 
ers to flee the scene. When the police ar- 
rived, they discovered that the power to 
the house had been cut off and the back 
door had been kicked in. The boy told the 
police that he believed that he had hit one 
of the intruders when he fired the gun. 
The police, however, were unable to find 
any blood or evidence that someone had 
been injured. Authorities also unsuccess- 
fully searched local hospitals for anyone 
matching the suspects’ descriptions with 
a gunshot wound. The suspects are still at 
large at the time of this writing. Hi 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Kerry Vents; President 
Pushes Climate Slush Fund 


Item: During an address to students and 
government officials in Jakarta, Indo- 
nesia, “Secretary of State John F. Kerry 
urged developing nations on Sunday to 
do more to cut greenhouse-gas emissions 
as he derided climate-change skeptics at 
home as ‘shoddy scientists and extreme 
ideologues ’and blamed big companies for 
hijacking the debate,” as reported in the 
Washington Post for February 17. 

The paper continued: “Calling climate 
change ‘perhaps the worlds most fear- 
some weapon of mass destruction, ’ Kerry 
... painted a picture of looming drought 
and famine, massive floods, and deadly 
storms as a result of global warming.” 

Kerry said that it was no exaggeration 
to say “that the entire way of life here is 
at risk.” He stressed that what is needed 
is a “global solution.” 

ITEM: CNN reported on the same event on 
February 17: “Saying that climate change 
ranks among the world’s most serious 
problems — such as disease outbreaks, 
poverty, terrorism and the proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction — U.S. Sec- 
retary of State John Kerry called on all na- 
tions to respond to the ‘greatest challenge 
of our generation.’” 

Item: The Hill (Washington, D.C.) report- 
ed on February 14: “President Obama 
will pitch a new $1 billion climate change 
resilience fund during a visit Friday to 
California. The fund, which would need 
to be approved by Congress, is intended 
to help communities dealing with negative 
weather that’ the result of climate change. 

“During a call with reporters on Thurs- 
day evening, the assistant to the president 
on science and technology, John Holdren, 
said, without any doubt, the severe drought 
plaguing California and a number of other 
states across the country is tied to climate 
change.” 

CORRECTION: When it comes to global 
warming — now called “climate change” 
because there has been a 17-year “pause” 
in actual warming — the Obama adminis- 
tration, its allies among the Green pressure 
groups, and the hyperbolic John Kerry are 
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Highbrow, not high learning: In a speech in Indonesia, Secretary of State John Kerry called for a 
“global solution” to global warming and derided warming skeptics. But the global-warming scare 
is based off computer models whose warming predictions have been entirely wrong. 


prone to exaggerate almost everything but 
their own mistakes. 

When the president was in California 
to try to make political hay out of the 
situation in the stricken area, he asserted: 
“We have to be clear: A changing climate 
means that weather-related disasters like 
droughts, wildfires, storms, floods are po- 
tentially going to be costlier and they’re 
going to be harsher.” 

He went on to say, with only the bar- 
est hint that there could be other matters 
at play: “Droughts have obviously been a 
part of life out here in the West since be- 
fore any of us were around and water poli- 
tics in California have always been com- 
plicated, but scientific evidence shows 
that a changing climate is going to make 
them more intense.” 

That was too much for even the New York 
Times, which has carried the president’s 
water on this issue almost without fail. As 
the Times begrudgingly acknowledged, the 
president and his team were “were pushing 
at the boundaries of scientific knowledge 
about the relationship between climate 
change and drought.” There is, admitted 
the liberal paper, “no scientific consensus 
yet that it is a worldwide phenomenon. Nor 
is there definitive evidence that it is causing 
California’s problems.” 

Indeed, the New York paper went on, 


“the most recent computer projections 
suggest that as the world warms, Cali- 
fornia should get wetter, not drier, in the 
winter, when the state gets the bulk of its 
precipitation. That has prompted some of 
the leading experts to suggest that climate 
change most likely had little role in caus- 
ing the drought.” 

Fewer are buying the White House’s 
and its environmentalist cronies’ ill-found- 
ed contentions these days. One prominent 
scientist dealing in facts, not propaganda, 
is Dr. Roy Spencer, a former NASA sci- 
entist, who pulled no punches over the 
claims of the White House’s science czar, 
who has backed the president’s claims. 
Writes Spencer: “The idea that any of the 
weather we are seeing is in any significant 
way due to humanity’s greenhouse gas 
emissions verges on irrationality.” 

Even some official reports that you 
might expect to reach different conclusions, 
considering past history, don’t support 
many of the claims of the doomsayers. For 
instance, the United Nations Intergovern- 
mental Panel on Climate Change has found 
that there is “not enough evidence at pres- 
ent to suggest more than low confidence in 
a global-scale observed trend in drought.” 

Roger Pielke, Jr., a climate scientist at 
the University of Colorado, cites a report 
from the U.S. government that indicated 
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that “droughts have, for the most part, 
become shorter, less frequent and cover a 
smaller portion of the US over the last cen- 
tury.” And a 2012 paper published in the 
journal Nature found that there has been 
“little change in global drought over the 
past 60 years.” 

The potential for overkill by climate 
alarmists is proving worrisome to many 
in the scientific community, at least 
among those not tied into the network that 
is subsidized to promote fear. A former 
chief research scientist for the Division 
of Atmospheric Research at Australia’s 
Commonwealth and Industrial Research 
Organization (akin to the U.S. National 
Science Foundation) has not been afraid 
to comment on the uncertainties of the 
evidence often treated as unassailable 
and irrefutable. Taking note of, among 
other points, the extended global warm- 
ing “pause,” Garth Paltridge, an emeritus 
professor at the University of Tasmania, 
recently observed in the Australian journal 
Quadrant: 


In the light of all this, we have at least 
to consider the possibility that the 
scientific establishment behind the 
global warming issue has been drawn 
into the trap of seriously overstating 


a _ploace/! “ 


the climate problem ... in its effort to 
promote the cause. It is a particularly 
nasty trap in the context of science, 
because it risks destroying, perhaps 
for centuries to come, the unique 
and hard-won reputation for honesty 
which is the basis of society’s respect 
for scientific endeavor. 


Some journalists in this country not par- 
ticularly known as being inimical to the 
administration also have noted a number 
of these over-the-top assertions. On a 
Sunday television show in February, USA 
Today s Kirsten Powers was on the mark 
when she pointed out that “this is a gov- 
ernment-exacerbated drought.” Speaking 
of that region of California, she observed: 
“There is plenty of water there, and cer- 
tainly enough to be providing aid to the 
farmers who desperately need it.” 

So what has happened in California? 
Well, there is a man-made problem. But 
the drought is not the result from man- 
made greenhouse-gas emissions, but rath- 
er from man-made regulations and politi- 
cal decisions. 

Here’s a primer on the situation from 
Mallory Carr at the Heritage Foundation, 
using government statistics: 


Hot and bothered: California’s major drought has been blamed on global warming, even though 
global-warming predictions stated that global warming would cause California to become wetter. 
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Amid environmentalist litigation 
in 2008, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service recalled a permit allowing 
farmers to use irrigation pumps in 
the Sacramento Delta, claiming that 
the pumps were a direct threat to the 
delta smelt fish. A previous permit 
had come to the opposite conclusion. 

Hundreds of thousands of acres of 
water have since been diverted from 
farmlands. The Farm Bureau pre- 
dicts that between 400,000 acres and 
500,000 acres of crops will be lost. 
Department of Water Resources di- 
rector Mark Cowin estimates that if it 
weren’t for the federal government’s 
irrigation restrictions, the number 
would be 200,000 acres less. 

In the wake of the drought brought 
on by the water diversion, unemploy- 
ment and food prices have soared in 
some areas. 


This, recall, is what progressives, to in- 
clude those living in the White House, 
would have us believe has been caused by 
climate change — which in turn is blamed, 
in large part, on evil mankind and carbon 
emissions. 

The editors of the Wall Street Journal, 
among others, have not forgotten the ac- 
tual pathway to the crisis. They also note, 
however, that “for environmentalists and 
many Democrats, climate change has be- 
come the all-purpose explanation. In Cali- 
fornia it helps to divert attention from the 
fact that state and federal policies favor 
endangered fish over farmers and retard 
water projects that would make the Cen- 
tral Valley better able to survive dry years. 
House Republicans have passed a bill to 
ease these obstacles, but Mr. Obama is 
threatening a veto.” 

There’s a lot for true believers to swal- 
low when it comes to climate change/ 
global warming. The crisis, after all, was 
previously centered on global cooling 
when we were supposed to be worried 
about the imminent Ice Age presumed to 
be around the corner. 

Within a few years, the threat became 
“warming.” In 2008, one recalls, former 
vice president and current fright mon- 
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ger Al Gore was warning that the “entire 
North ‘polarized’ cap will disappear in 
five years.” Somehow, we missed that 
disappearance last year. You might think 
it would have been in the newspapers. 

Climate change conveniently gets 
blamed for cold weather and hot weather, 
as well as droughts and hurricanes. Then 
there are the supposedly melting ice caps 
(although facts show that Arctic ice is up 50 
percent since 2012 and Antarctic sea ice is 
at the largest expanse since such scientific 
measurement of the area began in 1979). 

The Los Angeles Times pushed the panic 
button even harder not long ago (February 
19, 2014, “Climate change brings more 
crime”), giving prominent play to a study 
by a firm in Massachusetts asserting that 
“global warming will trigger more crimes 
including murders and rapes over the next 
century, with social costs estimated to run 
as high as $115 billion.” Worried yet? 
Heck, this study even breaks down the 
numbers of specific crimes: 


Between 2010 and 2099, climate 
change can be expected to cause an 
additional 22,000 murders, 180,000 
cases of rape, 1.2 million aggravated 
assaults, 2.3 million simple assaults, 
260,000 robberies, 1.3 million bur- 
glaries, 2.2 million cases of larceny 
and 580,000 cases of vehicle theft, 
the study published this week in the 
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Journal of Environmental Economics 
and Management says. 

Compared with the number of 
crimes expected to occur during 
this period in the absence of climate 
change, these figures represent a 
2.2% increase in murders, a 3.1% 
increase in cases of rape, a 2.3% in- 
crease in aggravated assaults, a 1.2% 
increase in simple assaults, a 1% in- 
crease in robberies, a 0.9% increase 
in burglaries, a 0.5% increase in cases 
of larceny and a 0.8% increase in 
cases of vehicle theft, the study says. 


There is probably someone, somewhere, 
who truly believes in such twaddle. We 
have some advice for such an individual: 
Don’t let your mind wander — because it 
is too weak to be allowed out alone. 

More than conflicting philosophies are 
involved when it comes to climate change. 
Ardent proponents consider this to be “set- 
tled science.” Unfortunately, many of these 
believers hold the reins of government and 
are using its powers to (for example) make 
war on the use of coal. This is serious busi- 
ness. Coal is the main source of electric- 
ity in 21 U.S. states and the single largest 
source of electricity in the nation. 

Columnist Kurt Schlichter has termed 
such people as climate-change “scammers.” 
They are trying, he writes, to “intertwine 
the idea that human activity has some sort 


of impact on the climate with their demand 
that we transfer to their control trillions of 
dollars and much of our sovereignty. They 
intentionally erase the distinction between 
the cause of the alleged problem and the 
proposed solution, neatly skipping the ef- 
fect.” (Emphasis in original.) 

How should we fight against climate 
change/global warming? Well, the Unit- 
ed Nations knows a fine model when it 
sees one. The world body, much like John 
Kerry, wants a “global” effort. The UN ap- 
parently thinks the ideal way is to emulate 
communist China. This is a regime, some 
of us remember, that has been responsible 
for the deaths of tens of millions of peo- 
ple. But Christina Figueres clearly con- 
siders Beijing’s methods to be preferred 
to the messy ways of making laws when 
elected legislators are involved. A Costa 
Rican, Figueres is executive secretary of 
the United Nations Framework Conven- 
tion on Climate Change (UNFCCC). 

In January, she was interviewed by 
Bloomberg News. Figueres said China 
was “doing it right” when it came to global 
warming. As Bloomberg reported further, 
the “political divide in the U.S. Congress 
has slowed efforts to pass climate legisla- 
tion and is ‘very detrimental’ to the fight 
against global warming, she said.” 

In China, the Communist Party’s Cen- 
tral Committee makes a decision and the 
“National People’s Congress” largely 
enforces the party’s edicts. Dictatorships 
make trains run on time, one gathers. 

President Obama apparently sees mat- 
ters in the same light. When Congress 
wouldn’t pass his environmental “cap- 
and-trade” bill covering emissions, that 
outcome must also have been very detri- 
mental. Accordingly, bypassing the pesky 
Constitution, the president is effectively 
legislating via the diktats of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. 

The Left’s ultimate answer, as always, 
is to hand down more orders and throw 
more money at a perceived problem, how- 
ever exaggerated it might be. Thus comes 
President Obama’s answer: a billion-dollar 
“climate resilience fund.” That, Mr. Kerry, 
is an object truly worthy of mockery. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY JACK KENNY 


Life on the American “Animal Farm” 


( ) ampaign promises, the late Joe 
Sobran observed, should come 
with expiration dates, like dairy 

products. One example, of course, is 
President Obama’s assurance that if you 
like your own health insurance plan, you 
can keep it. That was before millions of 
people had their policies cancelled be- 
cause they did not conform to the legal 
requirements of ObamaCare. 

Considering how religious principles are 
under the assault of ObamaCare’s contraception mandate, Loui- 
siana Governor Bobby Jindal parodied the president’s promise 
by saying, “If you like your religion, you can keep it.” 

Consider what happened, for example, when the Arizona leg- 
islature passed a religious-freedom bill, declaring that business 
people may refuse, based on their religious beliefs, to provide 
services for ceremonies and events celebrating the “lifestyle” 
of the differently oriented — such as same-sex weddings, for 
example. The national uproar that followed ended only when 
Governor Jan Brewer vetoed the bill. 

The problem is not academic for those who have moral and 
religious convictions in favor of marriage as it has been known and 
understood for centuries, even millennia, and who believe homo- 
sexual activities are a perversion of natural law and a serious sin. In 
some states, such people have faced serious legal consequences for 
acting on that belief. The Oregon Bureau of Labor and Industries 
recently ruled against a Christian couple running a bakery in Port- 
land who refused to bake a cake for a same-sex wedding. Portland, 
the largest city in Oregon, no doubt has other bakeries that would 
have provided the requested cake, but no matter. Litigation having 
surpassed baseball as America’s national pastime, the aggrieved 
couple took their grievance to the aforementioned bureau, which 
tuled, as explained by an agency spokesperson, that “the bakery is 
not a religious institution under the law and that the business policy 
of refusing to make same-sex wedding cakes represents unlaw- 
ful discrimination based on sexual orientation.” So there. “Gay 
rights,” which are neither mentioned in the U.S. Constitution nor 
likely imagined by the Founders, trump religious liberty, which is 
the first freedom protected under the Bill of Rights. 

But wait. It gets worse. The owners, facing hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars in fines, closed their retail shop and now oper- 
ate a bakery out of their home, the proverbial castle where, ac- 
cording to old English law, even the king may not intrude. But 
the British monarch — yea, even that old villain of American 
colonial times, King George III — could not have imagined, 
much less assumed, the type of power routinely wielded by the 
Oregon Bureau of Labor and Industries. Last August, Labor 
Commissioner Brad Avakian explained the Oregon Equality 
Act of 2007 to the state’s largest newspaper, the Oregonian. 
“Everybody is entitled to their own beliefs, but that doesn’t 
mean that folks have the right to discriminate,” he said. “The 
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goal is never to shutdown a busi- 
ness. The goal is to rehabilitate.” 

Rehabilitate, indeed. Take that ye 
narrow-minded bakers, ye infidels 
of the secular new world order! Get 
thee to a reeducation center. If Com- 
missioner Avakian and like-minded 
Oregon legislators were in charge 
of traffic on the streets of Salem or 
Portland, any street named Liberty 
would have to be designated One 
Way. People planning a same-sex 
wedding have the right to hire the 
baker, florist, photographer, or caterer 
of their choice. Yet the vendors have no corresponding right 
to decline the invitation. This nation abolished involuntary ser- 
vitude with Amendment XIII, the first of the post-Civil War 
amendments. Military conscription was suspended in the early 
1970s. But members of a state-approved minority group can, 
with the power of the state behind them, conscript the services 
of unwilling Americans in the name of “equality.” 

A florist in the state of Washington has been sued, and has 
countersued, over her refusal to provide flowers for a same-sex 
wedding. The Supreme Court of New Mexico has ruled that pho- 
tographers may not decline to participate in same-sex “commit- 
ment ceremonies,” though New Mexico law does not recognize 
same-sex unions as marriages. Yet a gay hairdresser in Santa Fe 
recently refused to schedule an appointment for Governor Susana 
Martinez because she opposes same-sex “marriage.” Apparently 
the principle of equality lampooned in George Orwell’s Animal 
Farm is now in force in the land of the formerly free: “Some are 
more equal than others.” 

But forget Orwell and Animal Farm. Go back to Jefferson 
and the Declaration of Independence. Read it and ask yourself if 
Americans in this, the second decade of the 21st century, should 
not discern “a design to reduce them under absolute Despo- 
tism.” Thanks to the determination of brave and principled men, 
the despotism of the British king was relegated to our nation’s 
colonial past. It is up to us, the living, to decide how we must 
respond to the despotism that troubles us in the present and 
threatens our near and immediate future. 
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States Should Enforce, 
Not Revise, the Constitution! — Reprint 


The states should rein in our out-of-control federal govern- 
ment by enforcing the Constitution through nullification 
of unconstitutional federal laws, rather than by revising 
the Constitution through an inherently risky constitutional 
convention process. (Reprint) (2010, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 
100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPENRC 


Beware of Con-Cons — DVD 

A 12-minute DVD video featuring three state legislators who urge 
their fellow state legislators to vote against any resolution calling 
for a constitutional convention (Con-Con). (2011, 12min, sleeved 
DVD, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea.) Also available in CD format. *Sold in 
clear plastic sleeve only. DVDBCC 

**30-minute, more expanded version also available, call for details 
or go to ShopJBS.org. 
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How the Compact for America 
Threatens the Constitution — Reprint 


The constitutional convention (con-con) proposed by the Compact for America Initiative would 
pose an unacceptably high risk of damage to the Constitution. This reprint provides the informa- 
tion needed to defeat this new con-con initiative in state legislatures and Congress. (Reprint) 
(2013, 8pp., 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPCFA 


Beware of Article V 

This 36-minute video emphasizes the inability of state legislators to prevent a “runaway” federal 
constitutional convention. 

Sleeved DVD (2009, 36min, 1/$1.00; 11/$0.90ea; 21/$0.80ea; 50/$0.75ea; 100/$0.70ea) DVDBAF. 
Cased DVD (2009, 36min, 1/$5.95; 10/$49.50; 25/$98.75; 100/$225.00) DVDBAFC. Audio CD (2009, 
36min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100+/$0.70ea) CDBAF 


Levin’s Risky Proposal: 

A Constitutional Convention — Reprint 

This article critiques Mark Levin’s basic arguments in favor of a constitutional conven- 
tion in his book Liberty Amendments. (Reprint) (2013, 8pp., 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 
1,000/$300.00) RPLRP 
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